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Week Ending Friday, August 4, 2000

Message to the Senate Transmitting
the Mexico-United States Treaty on
the Delimitation of the Continental
Shelf in the Western Gulf of Mexico
With Documentation
July 27, 2000

To the Senate of the United States:
With a view to receiving the advice and

consent of the Senate to ratification, I trans-
mit herewith the Treaty Between the Gov-
ernment of the United States of America and
the Government of the United Mexican
States on the Delimitation of the Continental
Shelf in the Western Gulf of Mexico beyond
200 nautical miles. The Treaty was signed
at Washington on June 9, 2000. The report
of the Department of State is also enclosed
for the information of the Senate.

The purpose of the Treaty is to establish
a continental shelf boundary in the western
Gulf of Mexico beyond the outer limits of
the two countries’ exclusive economic zones
where those limits do not overlap. The ap-
proximately 135-nautical-mile continental
shelf boundary runs in a general east-west
direction. The boundary defines the limit
within which the United States and Mexico
may exercise continental shelf jurisdiction,
particularly oil and gas exploration and ex-
ploitation.

The Treaty also establishes procedures for
addressing the possibility of oil and gas res-
ervoirs that extend across the continental
shelf boundary.

I believe this Treaty to be fully in the inter-
est of the United States. Ratification of the
Treaty will facilitate the United States pro-
ceeding with leasing an area of continental
shelf with oil and gas potential that has inter-
ested the U.S. oil and gas industry for several
years.

The Treaty also reflects the tradition of co-
operation and close ties with Mexico. The
location of the boundary has not been in dis-
pute.

I recommend that the Senate give early
and favorable consideration to this Treaty
and give its advice and consent to ratification.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
July 27, 2000.

NOTE: This message was released by the Office
of the Press Secretary on July 28. This item was
not received in time for publication in the appro-
priate issue.

Remarks at a Luncheon for
Representative Patrick J. Kennedy
in Barrington, Rhode Island
July 28, 2000

Thank you. You have to be 33 years old
to have that kind of energy. [Laughter] You
know, Patrick is—he celebrated his 33d
birthday, but he looks like he’s about 23. And
he told me that story that he told you. You
remember when he started his remarks, and
he talked about being grounded? He was
supposed to go to his birthday party, he was
grounded by bad weather. The first time he
said it, I thought one of his parents made
him stay home for bad behavior. [Laughter]

Don’t pay any attention to this. We’re all
just jealous, Patrick. [Laughter]

I want to thank Bill and Nancy for opening
this magnificent home, this beautiful, beau-
tiful place and for giving me a reason to come
to Barrington. I hope I can come back. I real-
ly think it’s amazingly beautiful.

I want to thank Senator Reed for being
here with us and for his truly outstanding
leadership in the Senate. I want to thank Ted
and Vicki and Joan for being here to support
you, Patrick. You deserve it, and everything
you said about your dad is the truth.

When Patrick was up here bragging on his
father, I leaned over to Bill and I said, ‘‘You
know, you would be hard-pressed to name
10 people who have served in the United
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1722 July 28 / Administration of William J. Clinton, 2000

States Senate in the entire history of America
who have done as much good as Ted
Kennedy has.’’ And I think that’s very impor-
tant.

I want to thank your former Governor,
Bruce Sundlun, and your former Lieutenant
Governor, Bob Licht, for being here and
Lieutenant Governor and all the mayors and
legislative leaders. And there are a lot of peo-
ple here who helped me from the beginning,
but I want to especially mention Joe Paolino
and Mark Weiner and Ira Magaziner, and
his whole family, for being there for me when
I was just what then-President Bush referred
to as a Governor of a small southern State.
[Laughter] And I was so naive, I thought it
was a compliment. [Laughter] And I still do.
[Laughter]

I want to thank Patrick for giving me the
opportunity to come here for him today. I
don’t know anybody in the Congress who
works as hard as he does. I don’t know any-
body in the Congress any more devoted to
his or her constituents than he is. I don’t
know anybody in the Congress on the good
days and the bad—and believe me, you get
your fair share of both down there—who is
always up, always there, always focused, al-
ways doing what he’s supposed to do. You
should be very proud of what he has done
with his life for you and the people of Rhode
Island.

I think it is truly astonishing that one fam-
ily has produced so many people so devoted
to public service. His cousin Joe did a great
job in the Congress. His cousin Kathleen, I
think, is the finest Lieutenant Governor in
the entire United States—unbelievable in
terms of what she’s been able to accomplish.

But over the long run, if you will just stick
with him, his energy and consistency and
dedication will make a unique mark on
Rhode Island and on the United States, and
I want you to stick with him. And besides
that, he’s now raised all this money for these
other people in Congress, and they owe him
everything. I mean, if we get the majority,
they may move the Capital up here, for all
I know, just because of Patrick.

Let me just say, too, on behalf of Hillary
and myself and Al and Tipper Gore, I want
to thank the people of Rhode Island for being
so good to us and to me, especially, through

two elections. I stopped at a school on the
way here and read my radio address for to-
morrow morning. And on the way out, I
stopped and shook hands with a lot of the
folks that were on the street. And I turned
to one of my aides and I said, ‘‘You know,
I want to spend the rest of my Presidency
in places where I got 60 percent of the vote
or more.’’ [Laughter] I was pretty happy. But
I’m very grateful to you.

And I guess the remarks that I make today
are sort of like what we at home used to call
preaching to the saved. But I hope you will
listen to what I have to say, and I know that
you have friends, not only all over this State
but all over this country, and I hope you will
share it with them.

Some people think I’m crazy for doing
what Patrick said I am. I’ve never worked
harder in an election for myself than I’m
working for our Congressmen and our Sen-
ators and our Vice President. And of course,
there is one particular Senate race I have
more than a passing interest in. [Laughter]
But I’m doing it for other reasons.

I come here today a little—actually, reluc-
tant to speak because the night before last
was the first time in 2 weeks I’ve been to
bed before 2 in the morning, because we
were at Camp David working on those Mid-
dle East peace talks. And I’m not sure I’ll
remember what I say when I finish, because
I’m still a little tired.

But let me tell you what I think is most
important and what I’m concerned about.
Patrick had it right; I always tell people
there’s only three things you need to know
about this election: It is a big election; there
are big differences; and only the Democrats
want you to know what the differences are.
What does that tell you about who you ought
to vote for?

But let me explain what I mean by that.
We’re in the midst of the longest economic
expansion in our country’s history, including
those which occurred in wartime, and we’ve
had no war. All the social indicators are going
in the right direction. The welfare rolls are
half what they were when I took the oath
of office. The crime rate is down. The teen
pregnancy rate is down. We have the highest
homeownership in our history. We have the
lowest poverty rate among single-parent
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households in over 40 years, the lowest un-
employment rate among women in 40 years,
the lowest minority unemployment rate ever
recorded. Our country is at peace, and we’ve
been able to be a force for peace from North-
ern Ireland to the Balkans to the Middle East
and throughout the world.

So what’s the big deal here? Well, in my
lifetime we have never had such an oppor-
tunity to build the future of our dreams for
our children. But we also know that even
though things are going very well, nothing
stays the same forever. America is changing
rapidly and there are big challenges out there
on the horizon.

So I say to you, not in any morose way—
I mean, I’m just as happy as the next guy—
and for my age, I’m almost as happy as
Patrick. But I want you to listen to this. How
a nation deals with a unique moment of pros-
perity, a democracy, is just as stern a test
of our judgment, our values, our wisdom, our
character as how we deal with adversity.

You didn’t have to be a genius in 1992
to know we needed a change. This country
was in trouble. We quadrupled the debt of
the country in 12 years and reduced our in-
vestment in the future.

We were in trouble. The country was be-
coming more divided socially. The politics of
Washington were stuck in sort of a partisan
verbal warfare. And we had to change. Now,
people think there may be no consequences
to change one way or the other.

Well, what I want to say to you is this:
However people vote this year, they will be
voting for change. There is no doubt about
that. The question is, what kind of change
will we vote for? This is profoundly impor-
tant. And countries are like individuals.
There’s not a person out here who is over
30, at least, who can’t remember one time,
at least one time in your life when you made
a huge mistake, professionally or personally,
not because things were going so poorly but
because things were going so well you
thought there was no penalty to the failure
to concentrate. It’s almost endemic to the
human condition.

And I see a lot of people nodding their
heads. You know I’m telling the truth. That’s
the only thing I’m worried about this year.
People just sort of saying, ‘‘Gosh, things are

going so well, you couldn’t mess this econ-
omy up with a stick of dynamite. There
doesn’t seem to be much difference to me;
all these people are so nice.

Now, that basically is the message of our
Republican friends. Near as I can tell, the
message of the Bush campaign is just that.
‘‘I mean, how bad could I be? I’ve been Gov-
ernor of Texas. My daddy was President. I
own a baseball team.’’ [Laughter] ‘‘They like
me down there. Everything is rocking along
hunky-dory. Their fraternity had it for 8
years. Give it to ours for 8 years because
we’re compassionate and humane, and we’re
not like what you think about us from watch-
ing the Congress for the last 5 years.’’ That’s
the message isn’t it? Blur, blur, blur. Blur
all the distinctions.

Well, there is a difference. And that’s what
I want you to tell every friend you’ve got all
over this country. Whatever decision the
American people make, I will gladly accept.
And I’ve already had so many gifts in life
I could never complain about anything that
happens to me. But I want my country at
least to make this decision knowing what the
alternatives are and knowing that there are
consequences for whichever choices we
make. And let me just give you a few.

There is a huge difference in economic
policy—massive. This year already, the Re-
publicans have passed—not this calendar
year but over the last 12 months—tax cuts
totalling over a trillion dollars. They’re going
to Philadelphia to advocate another tax cut
way over a trillion dollars. In other words,
they propose to spend 100 percent and more
of the projected surplus over the next 10
years on tax cuts—all of it. And if they enact
them in a year, which they would do if they
had the White House and the Congress, they
would be there, but the money may not be.

Let me ask you something. Did you ever
get one of those letters in the mail, like from
Ed McMahon saying you may have won $10
million. Now, if you got one of those letters
and you went out the next day and com-
mitted to spend $10 million, you ought to
be for them. If not, you had better stick with
us. [Laughter] You think about that.

If I ask you what your projected income
is for the next 10 years—you think hard. How
much money are you going to make over the
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next 10 years? If I ask you to come up here
right now and sign a binding contract to
spend 100 percent of it, would you do it?
If you would, you ought to support them.
If not, you better stick with us. [Laughter]
Now, you’re laughing, but that’s exactly what
the deal is.

Now, our proposal is different. We say our
tax cuts are less than 25 percent of their $2
trillion-plus. But we give more tax benefits
to the 80 percent of the American people
that are the first four quintile. Which means
in the short run, most of you who can afford
to be here today would do better with theirs
than with our ours. But 80 percent of the
American people would actually get more re-
lief under our plan than theirs, even though
we spend less than a fourth as much.

And what do we do with the rest? Well,
first of all, we’re not going to spend it be-
cause we don’t know if it’s there yet. Sec-
ondly, we think some money should be in-
vested in the education of our children. We
have the largest number of our students in
our country’s history. We have the most di-
verse number of our students in our country’s
history. We have kids in these classrooms
bursting at the seams, and we want to make
them smaller. We have school districts who
can’t afford to build buildings, and we want
to help them build them. We have kids that
come from troubled homes and troubled
neighborhoods that need after-school and
summer school programs, and we want to
give them those opportunities.

And I’ve been working on education seri-
ously now for more than 20 years—seri-
ously—going to schools, talking to teachers,
talking to principals, watching how they
work. And I can tell you we know more now
than we have ever known about how to turn
these failing schools around.

I was in a school in Spanish Harlem the
other day in New York City, where 2 years
ago 80 percent of the children were reading
and doing math below grade level. Today,
74 percent of the kids are reading and doing
math at or above grade level.

I was in a school in rural Kentucky the
other day, where—[laughter]—your national
ambitions are being outed, Patrick; you’ve
got broad bases. [Laughter] So I was in this
school in rural Kentucky, over half the kids

on the school lunch program; 4 years ago,
one of the failing schools in Kentucky—4
years. They went from 12 percent of the kids
who could read at or above grade level to
almost 60 percent. They went from 5 percent
of the kids who could do math at or above
grade level to 70 percent. They went from
zero percent of the kids who could do science
at or above grade level to almost two-thirds
in 4 years, and they’re one of the 20 best
elementary schools in Kentucky. We can turn
these schools around, folks. We can do that.

But you can’t say that we care more about
our children than anything, but we’re going
to take the money and run. You’ve got to
save some to invest in them. And in health
care and in the environment and in science
and technology and in health research.

So I think this is very, very important. And
it’s not like you hadn’t had a test run here.
We tried it their way for 12 years, and we’ve
tried it our way for 8 years, and you do have
a record here. You cannot let this election
unfold as if there are no differences in eco-
nomic policy and no consequences to the de-
cision the American people will make.

The same thing is true in health care pol-
icy. We’re for a strong Patients’ Bill of Rights
that Senator Kennedy has led the way on,
and they’re not. We’re for a Medicare pre-
scription drug program that all the seniors
in our country who need it can buy into. We
would never create Medicare today—
never—without prescription drugs. Only rea-
son it was done that way in 1965 is that health
care in 1965 was about doctors and hospitals.

Today, if you live to be 65, your life expect-
ancy is 82 or 83 years. And it’s about keeping
people out of the hospital and keeping them
healthy and extending the quality as well as
the length of their lives. We would never cre-
ate a Medicare program without prescription
drugs today. And Patrick’s right—there are
people every week who choose between
medicine and food. This is a big difference.
And what kind of country are we going to
live in?

There are big differences on environ-
mental policy. You know, one of the things
I’m proudest of is that we have set—Al Gore
and I have set aside more land for future
preservation for all time than any administra-
tion in American history except those of the
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two Roosevelts in the continental United
States—ever.

Now, in the primary, their nominee said
if he were elected, he would reverse my
order creating 43 million roadless acres in
our national forests, something that I think
would be an environmental terrible mistake.
So make no mistake about it. There are big
differences here. We believe you can im-
prove the environment and grow the econ-
omy, and they basically don’t.

And there are big differences in crime pol-
icy. Patrick talked about this. The previous
President vetoed the Brady bill, and I signed
it. And they said—and we lost the House of
Representatives, in part, because I signed
that and the assault weapons ban, because
they scared all the gun owners in the country
into believing we were going to take their
guns away, and they wouldn’t be able to go
hunting.

And I went up to New Hampshire, I re-
member, in 1996, where they beat one of
our Congressman. And I said, ‘‘I know you
beat him because he voted with me on the
assault weapons ban and the Brady bill.’’ And
I told all these hunters, I said, ‘‘Now if you
missed a day in the deer woods, you ought
to vote against me, too, because he did it
for me, because I asked him to. But if you
didn’t, they didn’t tell you the truth, and you
need to get even.’’ And they did, and we won.

But the point I want to make to you is,
there is a huge philosophical difference. The
head of the NRA said the other day that they
would have an office in the White House if
the Republican nominee won. What I want
you to know is, they won’t need an office,
because they’ll do what they want anyway.
And we just have a difference of opinion
there.

Al Gore, he wants to close the gun show
loophole and require child trigger locks and
stop the importation of these large capacity
ammunition clips and require people when
they buy handguns to have a photo ID
license showing they passed a background
check and they know how to use the gun
safely. And I think that’s the right thing to
do, and they don’t—and they honestly don’t.
But I do.

And the American people need to know
there are consequences here. And if they

agree with them, then they ought to vote for
them. But at least they have to know. There
are big differences on our ideas about what
it means to be genuinely inclusive. We’re for
the hate crimes legislation. Some of them
are, but most of them aren’t. We’re for em-
ployment nondiscrimination legislation. We
can’t get it passed. Senator Kennedy has
been working on it a long time. We’re for
raising minimum wage, and they’re not. I’ll
bet they will do that before the election, be-
cause that’s pretty hard to defend. But we’ve
been trying to do it for over a year.

Ted Kennedy has worked with them for
over a year trying to raise the minimum
wage—the strongest economy we’ve ever
had. The last time we did it in ’96, they said
it was a job killer disguised in kindness. They
said it would cost a terrible number of jobs.
And that would lead to skyrocketing juvenile
crime because we were going to throw all
of these kids out of work by raising the min-
imum wage. And since they said that, we’ve
got 11 million more jobs and the lowest juve-
nile crime rate we’ve had in 25 years. It’s
not like we don’t have any evidence here.

So what’s the point I’m trying to make?
There are big differences, and we have evi-
dence. So how could Patrick not be success-
ful in his quest if people really believe there
are no consequences to their failure to con-
centrate if they really don’t know what the
differences are?

You know, we wouldn’t be around here
after 226 years—224 years—if the American
people weren’t right most of the time. That’s
the whole premise of democracy. Most of the
time, the people get it right on most of the
issues if they have enough information and
enough time.

So that brings me to this next point I want
to make. Their clear objective is to blur all
these differences. You don’t ever hear them
talking about that primary they had for Presi-
dent, do you? You don’t ever hear them talk-
ing about the commitments they made in the
primary. They just want to make like that
never happened. But it did happen.

Now, here’s what I want to say to you. I
think we can have a positive election. I’m
tired of 20 years of politics where people try
to convince the voters that their opponents
were just one step above car thieves. And
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you’re tired of it too, aren’t you? The whole
politics of personal destruction: We ought
not to have that.

We Democrats ought to stand up and say,
‘‘As far as we know, from the Presidential
nominee to the Vice Presidential nominee,
to their candidates for Senate and the House,
our opponents are honorable, patriotic peo-
ple who differ with us. And we think elec-
tions are citizen choices about the dif-
ferences.’’ That’s what we ought to do.

But they have now taken—but after basi-
cally trying to be the beneficiaries of this tor-
rent of venom we’ve seen in American poli-
tics over the last 20 years, they have now
taken the position that we’re running a nega-
tive campaign if we tell you how they voted.

We see this in New York all the time. ‘‘If
you tell people how I voted, you’re being
negative. I’ve got a right to hide my voting
record from the people.’’ [Laughter] ‘‘How
dare you tell them how I voted.’’ This is a
choice, folks. It will have consequences. I
know it’s a beautiful place, and the economy
is doing great. We’re all in a good humor,
but I’m telling you, we might never have an-
other time in our lifetimes when the coun-
try’s in this kind of shape, never have a
chance like this to build the future of our
dreams for our children.

And I want to say this about my Vice Presi-
dent really quickly—I guess he still is; I
haven’t seen him in a while—[laughter]—
there are four things you need to know about
Al Gore. One is, there have been a lot of
Vice Presidents who made great Presidents.
I believe President Kennedy’s Vice Presi-
dent, Lyndon Johnson, did some magnificent
things for this country. I believe Theodore
Roosevelt made a great President. I know
Thomas Jefferson made a great President. I
know Harry Truman made a great President.

There have been a lot of Vice Presidents
who were great Presidents. There has never
been a person who, as Vice President, did
as much for the economy, for technology, for
the environment, for economic opportunity
for poor people, and to help this country to
have a foreign policy that promotes peace.
Nobody has ever remotely done what Al
Gore has done as Vice President of the
United States—ever in the history of the
country. You need to know that. And the

American people need to know that. It’s not
even close.

The second thing you need to know is, he’s
got a good economic policy, and I already
explained that. When you talk to people, you
tell them the Ed McMahon story. Just tell
them: You get that letter saying you may have
won $10 million; if they want to spend it,
they should support the other side; if not,
they ought to stick with us.

The third thing that I think is important
is, is he understands the future. And we need
somebody in the White House who under-
stands the future. The Internet, the human
genome developments, that’s all great and
exciting, but your banking and financial
records are on somebody’s computer. Don’t
you think you ought to be able to say yes
before somebody gets them? Your little gene
map is going to be out there somewhere.
Don’t you think that you ought to know that
nobody can use it to deny you a job or a
raise or health insurance? You need some-
body that understands the future.

The last thing is, he wants to take us all
along for the ride. And I want to be in a
country where my President wants us all to
go, blacks and whites and browns, the abled
and the disabled, straights and gays, every-
body that will work hard, play by the rules,
obey the law, do their part. I think we ought
to all go along for the ride.

You’ve got your great secretary of state
running for the United States Congress, in
part because we now live in a country which
says we will not look at people who have
physical disabilities as if they are disabled;
we will look at their abilities and think about
what they can do and what they can do. Let
me just—I’ll close with this.

I graduated from high school in 1964, and
our country was still profoundly sad because
of President Kennedy’s death. And I was a
white southerner who believed in civil rights.
And we were in the middle of the longest—
what was then the longest economic expan-
sion in American history. And I really be-
lieved—I was 17 and wide-eyed, and I really
believed that all the civil rights problems
would be solved in Congress and in the
courts. And I thought that economy was on
automatic, and it would go on forever, and
all the poor people in my native State would
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be able to get an education and get a job.
And everything was just going to be fine.

But we lost our concentration. And we got
in trouble. And by the time I graduated from
college, we had 2 years of riots in the streets.
It was 9 weeks after Martin Luther King was
killed—about 6 weeks—9 weeks after Presi-
dent Johnson said he couldn’t run for reelec-
tion because the country was so divided, and
2 terrible days after Senator Kennedy was
killed. And just a few months later, the pre-
vious longest economic expansion in Amer-
ican history was history. It doesn’t take long
to live a life. Nothing ever stays the same.
We should be happy and thank God every
day that we live in this time. But the test
is, what will we do with it?

Thank you, and God bless you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 3:03 p.m. at a pri-
vate residence. In his remarks, he referred to
luncheon hosts William and Nancy Gilbane; Rep-
resentative Kennedy’s father, Senator Ted
Kennedy, and the Senator’s wife, Vicki; Rep-
resentative Kennedy’s mother, Joan Kennedy; Lt.
Gov. Charles Fogarty and former Lt. Gov. Richard
A. Licht of Rhode Island; former Mayor Joe
Paolino of Providence; Mark Weiner, treasurer,
Democratic Governors’ Association; former Sen-
ior Adviser to the President for Policy Develop-
ment Ira Magaziner; former Representative
Joseph P. Kennedy II; Lt. Gov. Kathleen Kennedy
Townsend of Maryland; and Republican Presi-
dential candidate Gov. George W. Bush of Texas.
Representative Kennedy is a candidate for reelec-
tion in Rhode Island’s First Congressional Dis-
trict. This item was not received in time for publi-
cation in the appropriate issue. A portion of these
remarks could not be verified because the tape
was incomplete.

Statement on the Stability Pact for
Southeast Europe
July 28, 2000

A year ago in Sarajevo I joined leaders
from Europe, other nations, and the inter-
national financial institutions to launch the
Stability Pact for Southeast Europe in the
aftermath of the Kosovo conflict. Working
closely with our partners in Europe and the
region, I am proud of the progress that we
have made. We have promoted political and
economic reform, provided financial support

for the region’s economic development, and
advanced the membership of southeast Eu-
ropean countries in key international institu-
tions.

Europe, appropriately, is leading this ef-
fort, joining international financial institu-
tions in pledging over 85 percent of assist-
ance to the region. The United States is
doing its part by contributing to more than
50 Quick Start projects to improve infrastruc-
ture, attract investment, reinforce human
rights, and fight crime and corruption. This
week we established with the European Bank
for Reconstruction and Development a $150
million fund to promote small and medium
businesses in the region. We also launched
a $150 million regional equity investment
fund to invest in telecommunications, con-
sumer goods, and other sectors in the region.
Initial reforms have led to the beginning of
renewed economic growth this year. Private
investment is up, and inflation is down.
Democratic values and structures are grow-
ing stronger. In Kosovo, the first democratic
local elections will be held this fall.

While results since the Stability Pact sum-
mit are encouraging, the last aggressive dicta-
torship in Europe remains a threat to peace.
We will continue to support the democratic
opposition in Serbia and the people of Mon-
tenegro until they can take their rightful
place among the free and prosperous people
of Europe. With continued commitment by
both the region and the international com-
munity, we can achieve our common vision
of building a peaceful, undivided, and demo-
cratic Europe.

NOTE: This item was not received in time for pub-
lication in the appropriate issue.

Notice—Continuation
of Iraqi Emergency
July 28, 2000

On August 2, 1990, by Executive Order
12722, President Bush declared a national
emergency to deal with the unusual and ex-
traordinary threat to the national security and
foreign policy of the United States con-
stituted by the actions and policies of the
Government of Iraq. By Executive Orders
12722 of August 2, 1990, and 12724 of
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August 9, 1990, the President imposed trade
sanctions on Iraq and blocked Iraqi govern-
ment assets. Because the Government of
Iraq has continued its activities hostile to
United States interests in the Middle East,
the national emergency declared on August
2, 1990, and the measures adopted on August
2 and August 9, 1990, to deal with that emer-
gency must continue in effect beyond August
2, 2000. Therefore, in accordance with sec-
tion 202(d) of the National Emergencies Act
(50 U.S.C. 1622(d)), I am continuing the na-
tional emergency with respect to Iraq.

This notice shall be published in the Fed-
eral Register and transmitted to the Con-
gress.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
July 28, 2000.

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
8:45 a.m., July 31, 2000]

NOTE: This notice was published in the Federal
Register on August 1. This item was not received
in time for publication in the appropriate issue.

Letter to Congressional Leaders on
Continuation of the National
Emergency With Respect to Iraq
July 28, 2000

Dear Mr. Speaker: (Dear Mr. President:)
Section 202(d) of the National Emer-

gencies Act (50 U.S.C.1622(d)) provides for
the automatic termination of a national emer-
gency unless, prior to the anniversary date
of its declaration, the President publishes in
the Federal Register and transmits to the
Congress a notice stating that the emergency
is to continue in effect beyond the anniver-
sary date. In accordance with this provision,
I have sent the enclosed notice, stating that
the Iraqi emergency is to continue in effect
beyond August 2, 2000, to the Federal Reg-
ister for publication.

The crisis between the United States and
Iraq that led to the declaration on August
2, 1990, of a national emergency has not been
resolved. The Government of Iraq continues
to engage in activities inimical to stability in
the Middle East and hostile to United States

interests in the region. Such Iraqi actions
pose a continuing unusual and extraordinary
threat to the national security and foreign
policy of the United States. For these rea-
sons, I have determined that it is necessary
to maintain in force the broad authorities
necessary to apply economic pressure on the
Government of Iraq.

Sincerely,
William J. Clinton

NOTE: Identical letters were sent to J. Dennis
Hastert, Speaker of the House of Representatives,
and Albert Gore, Jr., President of the Senate. This
item was not received in time for publication in
the appropriate issue.

Letter to Congressional Leaders
Transmitting a Report on the
National Emergency With
Respect to Iraq
July 28, 2000

Dear Mr. Speaker: (Dear Mr. President:)
As required by section 401(c) of the Na-

tional Emergencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1641(c),
and section 204(c) of the International Emer-
gency Economic Powers Act (IEEPA), 50
U.S.C. 1703(c), I transmit herewith a 6-
month periodic report on the national emer-
gency with respect to Iraq that was declared
in Executive Order 12722 of August 2, 1990.

Sincerely,
William J. Clinton

NOTE: Identical letters were sent to J. Dennis
Hastert, Speaker of the House of Representatives,
and Albert Gore, Jr., President of the Senate. This
item was not received in time for publication in
the appropriate issue.

Remarks at a Democratic
Congressional Campaign Committee
Reception in Boston, Massachusetts
July 28, 2000

Thank you very much. First, I want to
thank Bob and Elaine, and Tess and Shane,
who were with me a few moments ago, asking
me questions. Where did Shane go? [Laugh-
ter] He probably thinks he’s heard this
speech before. [Laughter]
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And I want to thank them, as Dick did,
for the example they’ve set for all of us in
their generosity and their giving. This year
their taking off is only the latest example of
a lifetime commitment to thinking about
other people and drawing meaning from
their lives by helping other people to have
more meaning in theirs.

I want to thank all the Members of the
House who are here; my good friend Joe
Moakley. I always tell everybody, Joe is
Hillary’s favorite Congressman. She thinks
that Joe Moakley will be waiting for her in
heaven when she dies—[laughter]—thinks
he’ll be the gatekeeper there. [Laughter]

I want to thank Patrick Kennedy for a mag-
nificent job as the head of our Congressional
Campaign Committee. We just went to Bar-
rington, Rhode Island, today, before we
came here, for an event for Patrick. There
were several hundred people there, including
his father and Senator Reed. I think he’s all
right. They haven’t been able to find anybody
to run against him yet—[laughter]—so I be-
lieve he’ll survive.

I want to thank Congressman Markey for
his leadership in the Congress and his friend-
ship to me over these 71⁄2, 8 years. And Con-
gressman Capuano, I thank him for running
when Joe Kennedy left the House and for
his service. And most of all, I want to thank
Dick Gephardt, who never got dispirited
after we lost the House in ’94, understood
quite clearly that we lost it because we did
the right things and the American people
couldn’t have known by 1994 whether we
were right or not. They had been told for
12 years that there was such a thing as a free
lunch while we quadrupled the debt, got our-
selves in a deep hole, had high interest rates
and a weak economy.

And we had to change. We took a cold
shower, and we paid for it in ’94. We also
paid for it because we passed the Brady bill
and the assault weapons ban. And we lost
a dozen rural Democrats because the NRA
convinced them we were going to end hunt-
ing and sport shooting and everything legal
that ever happened. And by ’96, they knew
that they hadn’t been told the truth, and we
began our long climb back.

And in ’98, thanks to Dick’s strong leader-
ship and the fact that we had a clear and

unambiguous message, we picked up five
more seats in the House of Representatives.
And you should know, it was only the second
time in the 20th century that the President’s
party had picked up seats in the House in
mid-term but the first time since 1822 that
it had happened in the sixth year of a Presi-
dent’s term. And that is a great tribute to
Dick Gephardt, to his leadership, to the trust
and confidence that the men and women in
our caucus in the House of Representatives
have in him.

I said to myself, when he said he wanted
to be like Tip O’Neill when he grew up, I
wonder how many places outside Boston he’s
given that speech? [Laughter]

I can tell you this, I believe he will be
the Speaker after these elections. And no one
has ever worked harder, been more well-
prepared, had better values, or deserved it
more. And it has been an enormous honor
for me to work with him, and I only hope
when I leave town, he’ll be holding the gavel,
and I think he will. And I thank you for being
here.

I told the people in Rhode Island today,
and I will say again to you, I wish I could
spend the rest of my Presidency only in
places where I got over 60 percent of the
vote. [Laughter] Then I would get to spend
more time in Massachusetts.

Dick already mentioned Alan Solomont
and the Schusters and so many others of you
who have helped me over the years. I am
very grateful to all of you, grateful for what
you have been to Hillary and to me and to
Al and Tipper Gore.

But I just want to take a couple of minutes
to talk about the future. I think the single,
most important issue in this election is, what
do we intend to make of this moment of pros-
perity? What are the Sager’s making of their
moment of prosperity? They’re going around
the world and helping other people. What
are we going to do as a nation to do that?

I think, then, what we have to do is to
make sure, first, that we answer it to our own
satisfaction and, secondly, that we make sure
that the American people believe that’s what
the election is about, and thirdly, they’ve got
to know what the differences are between
the two candidates for President and the
House candidates and the Senate candidates.
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I cannot even begin to convey the depth
of my conviction about the importance of this
election. It is every bit as important, maybe
more important, than the 1992 election. Ev-
erybody knew then we had to change. The
country was in the ditch. We were in trouble
economically. We were divided socially. We
had no clear mission of our responsibilities
around the world that was kind of com-
prehensive. And the politics of Washington,
DC, was like watching, I don’t know,
‘‘Wayne’s World’’ or something—[laugh-
ter]—to most of us who lived out here in
the world, the real world.

So we’ve been busy turning it around, and
I’m very grateful for the shape the country’s
in now, that almost all social indicators are
going in the right direction, that we’ve got
the strongest economy in history, that we’ve
been a force for peace and freedom through-
out the world. I am grateful. But all the best
stuff is still out there if we make the most
of this moment of prosperity.

And in order to do it, it is necessary for
the American people to choose. That’s what
an election is. It’s basically, democracy is
handed back over to the bosses for a day,
and you choose. And in order to choose wise-
ly, you have to know what the differences
are. And I’ve got this little mantra I tell ev-
erybody all the time. It says, only three things
you really need to know about this election:
One is, it’s profoundly important; two is,
there are big differences; three is, only the
Democrats want you to know what the dif-
ferences are. What does that tell you about
who you ought to vote for?

And it’s really true. After giving us 20 years
or more of the harshest kind of mean per-
sonal attacks—right up through this Repub-
lican Presidential primary, I might add,
where they attempted—the people who won
attempted to perform reverse plastic surgery
on Senator McCain—they did that. Now all
of a sudden, they want to be sweetness and
light. They say they want a positive campaign.
But what they define as a negative campaign
is if we tell people how they voted. That’s
their definition of a negative campaign.
[Laughter] Hillary has already had two ads
run against her in New York saying, you
know, ‘‘Oh, she’s being so mean. She’s telling

people how I voted. How dare her do that?’’
[Laughter]

Now, we’re all laughing. But you know I’m
telling the truth, don’t you? They’re trying
to blur the differences. We have to clarify
them. Why? Because that’s what elections
are about; they are choices. And we may
never have another chance like this to build
the future of our dreams for our kids.

And there are choices. I’ll just tell you
what some of them are. I’m convinced, first
of all, there is this huge economic choice.
They have already passed a trillion dollars’
worth of tax cuts, and they’re going to Phila-
delphia to advocate another, what, $1.4 tril-
lion or something, all of the projected surplus
and then some. Now, they’re doing it in
salami tactics so you don’t know this. And
they’ve got a good argument. ‘‘We’ve got this
surplus. We’re going to give it back to you.
It’s your money, and we’re prosperous, and
we’ll give it back to you.’’

Our argument’s more complicated. Our ar-
gument is, ‘‘Well, we can’t give it all back
to you because, number one, we don’t have
it yet; the surplus hasn’t materialized. So we
want to give about 25 percent of what they
do, but 80 percent of the people will get
more money out of ours than theirs.’’ Most
of you in this room tonight wouldn’t, but
most of the American people would. And
we’ve got to save some, because we’ve got
to invest in education, in health care, in re-
search and technology, and the environment.
And we have responsibilities around the
world that we have to fulfill and not just de-
fense responsibilities—responsibilities to
help alleviate the burdens of the poorest peo-
ple around the world and deal with a lot of
the problems around the world.

And so we have to save some of this
money, because we need to invest in our fu-
ture because we don’t have it yet. But our
tax cuts are good. They’re just smaller and
better targeted toward education and child
care and lower income working people with
a lot of kids, toward long-term care and sav-
ing for retirement. You see, it takes me
longer to make our side.

But here’s what I’d like to tell you about
it. Did you ever get one of those letters from
Publishers’ Sweepstakes in the mail, Ed
McMahon letters? ‘‘You may have won $10
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million’’? Well, if you ever got one of those
letters and you went out the very next day
and spent that $10 million, you should sup-
port the Republicans. [Laughter] But if you
didn’t, you had better help Dick Gephardt
and the Democrats and stick with us, and
we’ll keep this economy going. [Applause]
Thank you.

Now, we’re all laughing. This is a pro-
foundly serious issue. It’s not like we hadn’t
had any experience. We tried it their way
for 12 years; we tried it our way for 8 years.
We had the lowest minority unemployment
rate in history, the lowest female unemploy-
ment rate in 40 years, the lowest rate of pov-
erty among single-parent households in 45
years, the highest homeownership in history,
22 million jobs. Look, this is not rocket
science. We tried it their way.

And in a very nice way, a little slice here,
a little slice there, they’re saying, ‘‘Let’s try
it again. Remember when we told you the
Government was bad; it was your money; and
we’re going to give it all back to you? Let’s
try it again.’’ The country has been in good
shape so long that a lot of voters have forgot-
ten what it was like when we started here.
This is very important.

The second thing you need to know is that
we just have a totally different philosophy
about how society ought to work. We believe
that we are interdependent, that we have
mutual responsibilities to one another. That’s
why we’re for the Brady bill, and the previous
Republican President vetoed it. That’s why
we were for the family and medical leave bill,
and the previous Republican President ve-
toed it.

That’s why we want to—right now—that’s
why we wanted to ban assault weapons and
the congressional majority now, they were all
against that. It’s why we’re for a Patients’ Bill
of Rights, and they’re against it. Why we’re
for Medicare prescription drugs for all the
people in the country, the seniors that need
it, and they’re not for that kind of program.
It’s why we believe we can grow the economy
and improve the environment. And basically,
they don’t believe that. They don’t approve
of a lot of the environmental things that I’ve
done. And their nominee promised that one
of the things he’d do if he got elected Presi-
dent is to reverse my order creating 43 mil-

lion roadless acres in the national forests. So
these are important issues.

Now, if you want to reverse our environ-
mental policy and if you want to go in that
direction, then you should do it. But you
shouldn’t let a single soul you know anywhere
in America—I know I’m in Massachusetts
now, but you have got a lot of friends around
the country—you shouldn’t let anybody that
you know cast an unknowing vote. If the
American people—my objective in every
race I ever ran—and I guess I’ve run all the
ones I’m going to now—[laughter]—but my
objective in every race I ever ran was to make
sure everyone who voted against me knew
exactly what he or she was doing, because
I figured if everyone who voted against me
knew exactly what he or she was doing, I
could have no complaint. That’s democracy.
If I lost, then the people had made a wise
and considered choice, and I just lost. And
if I won, I knew I had a mandate to act.
Their objective in this election is to obscure
the differences so that people do not under-
stand the implications of the choice.

You never hear them talking about what
they said in the primary, do you? You never
hear any of that again. You never hear them
explaining that, yes, we’re going to give you
this big tax cut, but it’s going to take away
all the projected surplus.

But you must understand that there are
choices here and consequences to those
choices. The next President is going to have
between two and four appointments to the
United States Supreme Court. Both can-
didates on the Republican ticket believe Roe
v. Wade should be repealed. If you think it
should be repealed, you should vote for
them. If you don’t, you should think about
it.

But you shouldn’t listen to all this sort of
syrupy talk about how somehow they will—
listen, I’m not saying bad things about them,
personally. I think their convictions are there.
I think this is an honest disagreement. I don’t
believe in the kind of politics they spawned
for 20 years trying to convince people your
opponents are just one step above car
thieves. I don’t believe that. I think these are
honest differences. But do not be abused.
When people get this job I just had for 8
years, they pretty much do what they say
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they’re going to do in the campaign, and they
try to do what they think is right.

Now, just because they’re not talking
about it doesn’t mean they’ve changed. So
you have to consider these things.

The Republican Senate defeated the Com-
prehensive Test Ban Treaty. I was the first
world leader to sign it, and they beat it. The
first treaty that’s been beat since the treaty
taking America into the League of Nations
at the end of World War I—unbelievable.
Everybody in the world thought we had
slipped a gasket. And a lot of the pundits
said, ‘‘Well, they just didn’t want to give Bill
Clinton the victory.’’ It’s not my victory to
protect our children from the dangers of nu-
clear war, number one. And number two, I’m
telling you, a lot of those people don’t believe
in arms control. I’m not saying anything bad
about them. They’re good people. They hon-
estly don’t believe in it. But they won’t be
out there telling you about it. I bet you won’t
hear a speech at the Republican National
Convention about how terrible the Com-
prehensive Test Ban Treaty is. But they beat
it.

So what you have to decide is what you
want America to be like. I know you’re all
here supporting these folks, but frankly, your
support is not good enough. You’ve got to
go out and talk to everybody you can reach
between now and November and not just in
Massachusetts but in States we might win or
we might not win and congressional districts
we might win or we might not win, and tell
them this.

And the last thing I want to say is this,
the most important thing of all. The longer
I live, the more convinced I am that the most
important thing in any great society is the
sense of community, of interdependence that
people have, the sense of mutual responsi-
bility they have. I don’t think it’s possible to
enjoy real freedom without responsibilities to
the people in your community and without
a sense of responsibility to the larger world
community, increasingly.

We’re for the hate crimes legislation. Their
leadership isn’t. We’re for the employment
nondiscrimination legislation. Most of them
are opposed to it. We want stronger civil
rights enforcement. Most of them don’t.

The Federal appellate court district with
the most African-Americans in the entire
country is the fourth circuit, comprising
North and South Carolina. There has never
been an African-American on that court,
ever. I have tried for 71⁄2 years to appoint
one. Jesse Helms said no, and all the Repub-
licans said, ‘‘It’s fine with me.’’ It’s never hap-
pened. We are different.

We don’t have to have a bad campaign.
I think we should posit it that Governor Bush
and Mr. Cheney and all of their candidates
are fine, good, decent people who just differ
with us. But we should not let them get away
with having this sort of smokescreen to try
to play on this era of good feelings to con-
vince people that there are no consequences
to this election. They are big. They are deep,
and they are profound.

And I can tell you, we lost our majority
because we did what was right for America.
There are Republican Congressmen now
who will go out and campaign for reelection
in their districts bragging on all the highway
money they got or the things they voted for,
for the schools or this, that, and the other
thing. They could have done none of that
if Democrats alone hadn’t passed the eco-
nomic plan of 1993, which turned this whole
thing around.

These people deserve to be in the major-
ity. It will happen if people understand it’s
a big election, there are real differences, and
they understand what the differences are.
We owe that to the kids. We owe that to
the future. We may never have another time
in our lifetime when America is in this good
a shape. We cannot squander it. And if we
build on it, the best is still out there.

Thank you, and God bless you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 6:20 p.m. at a pri-
vate residence. In his remarks, he referred to din-
ner hosts Robert and Elaine Sager and their chil-
dren, Tess and Shane; Alan D. Solomont, former
national finance chair, Democratic National Com-
mittee; Gerald Schuster, former president, and his
wife, Elaine, director of issues, Continental
Wingate Company; and Republican Presidential
candidate Gov. George W. Bush of Texas and Vice
Presidential candidate Dick Cheney. This item
was not received in time for publication in the
appropriate issue.
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Remarks at a Democratic
Congressional Campaign Committee
Dinner in Cambridge, Massachusetts

July 28, 2000

Well, Swanee, if I had a bell right now,
I would certainly ring it. [Laughter] You’ve
been ringing my bell for years now. [Laugh-
ter] She’s been very great for my personal
maturity, Swanee has, because I know every
time I see her coming, she’s going to tell me
about something else I haven’t done. [Laugh-
ter] And it takes a certain amount of grown-
upness to welcome that sort of message—
[laughter]—with the consistency with which
she has delivered it over the years. [Laugh-
ter] Actually, I love it. You know, I mean,
I sort of hired on to work, so somebody has
to tell me what to do from time to time. It’s
great.

Let me say, first I want to thank Swanee,
and thank you, Charles, for welcoming us in
your home, for the work you did in Austria,
the work you did in the Balkans. And
Swanee, I want to thank you especially for
the work you’ve done to mobilize women in
the cause of peace in the Balkans and the
work you’ve done with Hillary, with women
all over the world in trouble spots. That’s one
of the things I think that Hillary is the proud-
est of, that she’s done in the 8 years we’ve
been in Washington, trying to mobilize
women who are not part of political factions
but interested in human beings and how they
treat each other and how they raise their chil-
dren to try to be forces for peace in the Bal-
kans, in Northern Ireland and lots of other
places, and I thank you for that.

Even though I was in a hurry to go to
Chelsea’s ballet that night, you might like to
know that that little piece of rock from St.
John Mountain in Croatia, where Ron
Brown’s plane crashed, along with a couple
of screws and a piece of metal from that air-
plane, is one of my most precious posses-
sions, because I loved him like a brother. And
it’s on my little table in my private office in
the White House, next to a miniature paint-
ing of my mother done by the famous Rus-
sian artist Tsereteli, that Boris Yeltsin gave
me when I flew to Russia on the night that
I buried my mother.

I say that not to be morbid but to kind
of get into what I am doing here tonight.
For one thing, I want to say, Congressman
Gephardt and Congressman Kennedy and all
the Massachusetts Members that are here
are taking a big chance on me tonight be-
cause I haven’t been to bed in 16 days—
[laughter]—and I, frankly, don’t know what
I’m saying. [Laughter] And tomorrow I won’t
remember it.

And the only thing I can think of that they
allowed me to come here, after being up—
you know, I’ve been up in the Middle East
peace talks, and then I flew to Okinawa for
3 days and came back, over there and back
in 3 days—and then I said, ‘‘Well, surely,
you’re going to let me rest.’’ And they said,
‘‘No, you missed 2 weeks of work, and the
Congress is fixing to leave, and we’ve got a
big vote, and you’ve got to do this, that, and
the other thing.’’

So the last 2 days I stayed up until about
2 o’clock at night working, too. So I’m not
quite sure where I’m at. I think the only rea-
son they’re doing it is, I know Joe Moakley
will call me next Monday and say, ‘‘I am so
glad you committed another $50 million to
the Boston Harbor.’’ [Laughter] Capuano
will call with a commitment; Markey will
call—Lord knows what Ed will tell me I com-
mitted to. [Laughter]

So I’m honored to be here, even though
I’m a little tired. And I’m here because I
think these people ought to be in the major-
ity. I’m here because, in a larger sense, I
think that everything I have done this last
8 years, in a way, has been preparing America
for this moment. And now we’re all dressed
up, and as a country we haven’t decided
where to go.

What do I mean by that? Eight years ago
you didn’t have to be a genius to know that
we needed to make a change. I mean, the
previous policies had quadrupled the debt of
the country in 12 years and reduced our in-
vestment in our people and our future at the
same time—that’s pretty hard to do—in-
creased interest rates to the point that the
economy was stagnant and the political de-
bate was sterile and hostile. The governing
party in the White House had basically fol-
lowed the politics of division.
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So the American people took a chance on
me. In the words of my predecessor, I was,
after all, just the Governor of a small south-
ern State. I was so naive when I heard him
say that, I thought it was a compliment.
[Laughter] And I still do. [Laughter]

So we set about making changes. And what
Dick Gephardt said is right. I do feel some-
what personally responsible for the fact that
we lost the Congress in ’94. Why? Because
everybody could talk about getting the coun-
try out of the economic ditch, but it’s one
thing to talk about it and quite another thing
to do once you get in as deep a hole as we
were in. We had a $300 billion deficit. We
had quadrupled the debt in 12 years. And
the Republicans had made taxes toxic, and
we already cut a lot of spending—it’s hard
to cut more. And yet, we had to do both.

And so without a single vote to spare, we
basically changed the economic and political
history of America in August of 1993 by
adopting an aggressive program to get rid of
the deficit. We carried it by one vote in the
House, and then we carried it by one vote
in the Senate—Al Gore. As he always says,
whenever he votes, we win. [Laughter] So
we carried it by a vote in the House and
a vote in the Senate. I signed it. And the
Republicans, who now want you to give them
the White House back and leave them in
control of the House and Senate, said it
would be the end of civilization as we know
it.

And you ought to go back and read the
stuff they said about our economic plan. ‘‘Oh,
it would have another recession. It would
lead to high interest rates. It would be hor-
rible. Everything would be awful.’’ It’s unbe-
lievable what they said. The same crowd that
wants you to give it back to them now. And
not a one of them voted for it.

And then in ’94, we adopted a crime bill
that banned assault weapons, on top of the
Brady bill, which had been vetoed in the pre-
vious administration and I signed. And then
the same crowd went out into the country,
where all the hunters are, and told them that
we were fixing to come get their guns. And
we adopted the bill late in ’94. And then we
tried to do something on health care, and
they decided, after promising me we would
work together, that they didn’t want anything

to happen because they wanted an issue in
the election. And those three things were
enough to cost the Democrats the House in
’94, and the Senate. And I feel personally
responsible, because I drove them relent-
lessly to do as much as we could to turn this
country around.

And then, since ’95, we’ve actually had
quite a lot of success working together to try
to continue to do good things for our country.
And one of the reasons that I think Dick
Gephardt ought to be the Speaker is that he
never thought about quitting. He never
thought about giving up. He never walked
away from his responsibilities to his people
or to our country. And because he has done
what he has done, we were able to stay to-
gether and work together, and we gained
again in ’96. And in ’98, we picked up seats,
the first time since 1822 the party of the
President had gained seats in the House elec-
tion in the sixth year of a Presidency.

So we’re just like the ‘‘Little Engine That
Could’’ now; we’re only five seats, six seats
away from being in the majority. But I don’t
want it for them, in spite of everything. I
owe it to them, but I want it for you and
for the rest of this country. And that’s why,
believe it or not, we actually have a chance
to win the Senate, too. And I believe that,
notwithstanding the present polls, I expect
Vice President Gore to be the next President.

But what I want to say to you is, we can
win them all or lose them all, and it is hang-
ing in the balance. I’m really grateful for ev-
erything Swanee said, but right now I don’t
care too much about my legacy. Somebody
will take care of that down the road. And
then it will be written four to five times, over
and over again through the generations. I fi-
nally read a biography the other day claiming
Ulysses Grant was a good President, and I
think the guy was right. He said he was a
pretty good President and a brilliant general
and a greatly underrated person, and I’m
persuaded by the historical evidence it was
right and took 100 years to get it right, if
that’s true.

So you can’t worry about that. The press
thinks I worry about it, but—you know what
I have on my desk in the Oval Office? A
Moon rock that Neil Armstrong took off the
Moon in 1969. You know how old it is?
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Three-point-six billion years. Somehow, I
have the idea that 3.6 billion years from now,
even George Washington may not be known
to too many people. [Laughter] It’s just all
a matter of perspective.

And I keep it there to make me feel hum-
ble and uplifted at the same time, because
what it means is that every second of time
today is worth just as much as it was then,
in fact, more, because they have a more
interconnected, more well-developed soci-
ety, but we’re all just passing through here.
And what really matters is what we do and
what’s in our hearts and whether we act on
it.

So I will say again, what I care about is
not the legacy. The country is in great shape.
We’ve got the strongest economy we’ve ever
had. All the social indicators are moving in
the right direction. We have no crisis at home
or threat abroad that is paralyzing us. We
have lots of national self-confidence.

But the only thing that matters is, what
do we intend to do with this? That’s all that
matters. Nothing else matters. And here we
have this millennial election, when the most
disturbing thing to me is not today’s or yes-
terday’s or last week’s or next week’s polls
or this or that race. The most disturbing thing
to me is the repeated articles which say that
the voters are not sure there’s any significant
difference in these candidates, and ‘‘they all
seem pretty moderate and nice-sounding to
me. And what difference does it make?
Maybe I won’t vote. Maybe I’ll vote for the
other guy. Maybe I’ll vote for this one. Who
knows?’’

And what I wish to tell you is, this is the
product of a deliberate strategy that you must
not allow to succeed. There are three
things—I say this over and over again—the
people have heard me give this speech are
getting sick of me saying it—there are only
three things you need to remember about
this election. It is a huge election. What a
country does with unique prosperity is as big
a test of its vision, its values, and its common
sense as what a country does in adversity.

Number two, there are big, big dif-
ferences, honestly held between good people
running for President and Vice President,
running for Senate, running for the Con-
gress—big differences.

Number three, for reasons that you have
to figure out, only the Democrats want you
to know what those differences are. [Laugh-
ter] Now, you laugh, but it’s true. Remember
the Republican Presidential primary? Al
Gore is still giving the same speech now as
he was giving in the Democratic primary.
They performed reverse plastic surgery on
poor John McCain in that Republican pri-
mary. You don’t ever hear them talking about
that, do you? Oh, it’s all sweetness and light
now. [Laughter]

Now, I’m having a little fun tonight—
[laughter]—but I’m dead serious. I am dead
serious. There are real differences, and they
matter to your life. It is very important that
voters, when they have a chance to vote, un-
derstand that they are making decisions.
Elections are about decisions. Decisions have
consequences. I’ll just give you one or two
examples. I made a list of eight or nine here.
Maybe I’ll give one or two. I have fun doing
this.

Let’s take the economy. There was a huge
article in USA Today not very long ago say-
ing, voters see very little difference between
Bush and Gore on the economy. And I
thought, ‘‘Oh my God, what am I going to
do? Very little difference?’’ Every one of
them opposed everything we ever did on the
economy—until we were doing so well we
then were able in ’97 to get a bipartisan bal-
anced budget signed because we had plenty
of money, so we could satisfy the Repub-
licans and the Democrats.

But let’s look ahead: the economy. Here’s
their policy. Their policy is to revert to their
old policy on the backs of our new prosperity.
They say, ‘‘Look at this huge surplus that the
Government has. That’s not the Govern-
ment’s money. It’s your money. Vote for us.
We’ll give it back to you.’’ Sounds pretty
good, doesn’t it? I can give their speech as
well as they can. [Laughter] ‘‘It’s not the
Government’s money. They’d mess up a two-
car parade. You pay. You earned it. Go vote
for us. We’ll give it back to you.’’ [Laughter]
I can sing that song.

We say over $2 trillion in tax cuts over
a decade is too much. It’s the entire pro-
jected surplus, and then some. And frankly,
too much of it goes to folks who can afford
to come to events like this. Our plan costs
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less than 25 percent as much, gives more
benefits to 80 percent of the people, and
leaves us some money left over to invest in
the education of our children and the health
care of our seniors and lengthening the life
of Social Security and Medicare and dealing
with science and technology and the bio-
technology revolution and our environmental
responsibilities and our health care respon-
sibilities and in getting this country out of
debt by 2012, which will keep interest rates
at least a percent lower than their plan for
a decade, which is another $250 billion effec-
tive tax cut and lower home mortgages, $30
billion in lower car payments, $15 billion dol-
lars in lower student loan payments.

Now, it takes longer to say our position
than theirs. But the difference is pretty great.
And I always tell—and the most important
thing—what they want to do is to spend next
year, if they have the White House and the
Congress, the projected surplus. And as I
said yesterday and I’ll say this again: Did you
ever get one of those sweepstakes letters in
the mail from Ed McMahon or somebody,
saying, ‘‘You may have won $10 million’’? Did
you ever get one of those? Well, if you went
out the next day and spent the $10 million,
you really should support them in this elec-
tion. But if you didn’t, you better stick with
us so we can keep this economy going.

Now, this is—I’m dead serious. Who in
the wide world—if I asked you to estimate
your projected income over the next 10 years,
how much money are you going to make over
the next 10 years? Just think. Now, if I made
you a very attractive deal to come in and sign
it all away tomorrow morning, would you do
it? Would you legally obligate yourself to all
your projected income for a decade to do
it? That’s what they want us to do. That’s
what this tax cut deal is. It will mean higher
interest rates. It will mean neglecting our re-
sponsibilities to the future. It will undermine
the economy.

We have enough money in our tax cut to
give you big incentives to invest in poor areas
in America that haven’t been developed yet,
big incentives to have more money invested
in school construction and school repairs all
across America, and big incentives to help
people send their kids to college, pay for
child care, have retirement savings, pay for

long-term care for the elderly and disabled.
We can do this. We can have a tax cut. But
this is crazy to give away all this projected
income just because it sounds good at elec-
tion time. ‘‘You made it. It’s your money. I’ll
give it back to you.’’

And let me just say one other thing. It isn’t
like we haven’t had a test run here. You just
had a test run of 8 years, right? And you
got a 30-year low in unemployment and 22
million jobs, and it’s pretty good. Now, they
had 12 years before. And they had a nice
little economic runup there for a while when
they were running all those bills up.

I used to have a Senator named Dale
Bumpers from Arkansas, who said, ‘‘If you
let me write $200 billion worth of hot checks
every year, I’d show you a good time, too.’’
[Laughter] So, for a while—but what hap-
pened? It got to where we were so in debt
that we got no economic stimulus out of that
deficit spending; we got higher interest rates;
we had to keep cutting back on the things
we wanted to invest in; and the economy was
in the ditch by the time we took office.

Now, I am telling you, this is huge. We
want to keep the prosperity going, and we
want to extend it to neighborhoods and peo-
ple in Indian reservations and poor rural
towns where it hasn’t reached yet. So it’s
huge. I’ll give you just one or two other exam-
ples.

In education, they say they want to spend
as much money as we do, but they don’t want
to spend it on what works. They don’t want
to have standards. They don’t want to require
people to turn around failing schools or shut
them down. Dick Gephardt gave a passionate
defense of education. I just want to give
you—I’ll just give you one example. I could
keep you here all night with it.

I was in Spanish Harlem about 2 weeks
ago in a grade school that 2 years ago had
80 percent of the children reading below
grade level, doing math below grade level—
2 years later, new principal, school uniform
policy, high standards, accountability. In 2
years, there are 74 percent of the kids read-
ing and doing math at or above grade level.
Listen, these kids can learn; they can do fine.
And you can turn these schools around, but
you can’t give them speeches and then not
give them any money.
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I will give you another example: crime. Ev-
erybody is against crime. The Republicans
say we stole their issue when we started talk-
ing about crime. I didn’t realize that you had
to—I’ve never seen either a rap sheet or a
report on a victim that had a box for party
registration. [Laughter] This is our issue.
Where I came from, it was a human issue.

Their deal about crime was, talk real tough
and lock everybody up. You heard Dick talk-
ing about it. I thought we needed a more
balanced approach, which included stopping
people from committing crime whenever
possible. And that’s why we went for the
Brady bill, the assault weapons ban, the
100,000 police on the street. And by and
large, they opposed everything we tried to
do. They said it was no good, terrible, you
know, the whole 9 yards.

Now, here in this election, the head of the
NRA says if their candidate for President
wins, they will have an office in the White
House. I didn’t say that. That’s not a negative
campaign. I’m simply repeating what he said.
They won’t need an office in the White
House, because they’ll do what they want
anyway. They won’t have to go that trouble,
because they believe that way.

Now, we’ve had a test run. The previous
administration vetoed the Brady bill, and the
group that wants to win now in the House
and in the White House and in the Senate,
they don’t want to close the gun show loop-
hole. They don’t want to require mandatory
child trigger locks. They don’t want to ban
large scale ammunition clips from being im-
ported. And they certainly don’t want to do
what the Vice President does, which is to say
if you want to buy a handgun in America
from now on, you ought to at least do what
you have to do when you get a car. You ought
to have a photo ID. You ought to have a
criminal background check, and you ought
to prove you can use the equipment you’re
about to buy.

Now, they just don’t believe that. But it’s
not like we haven’t had a test run. Gun crime
has dropped by 35 percent in America since
we passed the Brady bill and the assault
weapons ban—35 percent. And that’s with
this gaping loophole. Half a million felons,
fugitives, and stalkers haven’t been able to
get handguns, and nobody has missed a day

in the woods hunting. [Laughter] Now you
laugh about it. They beat a dozen of our
Members, didn’t they, Dick? At least a
dozen. They took them out. So you have to
choose. The point I’m making is, this is a
choice.

One other issue, both the candidate for
President and Vice President—this affects
the Senate, too, more than the House—say
that they don’t like Roe v. Wade, and they
want to repeal it. And Vice President Gore
said he likes it and thinks we ought to keep
it. And you don’t have to believe that any-
body is a bad person. I think they just have
an honest difference here. But there is going
to be between two and four judges of the
Supreme Court appointed next time, that the
Senate will have to vote on. You have to de-
cide how much that means to you. But don’t
listen to all this sort of let’s, you know, pre-
tend that there are no differences here.
There are honest differences.

In foreign policy there are honest dif-
ferences. We believe we ought to do more
to relieve the debt of the poorest countries
in the world. We believe we ought to invest
more in AIDS and malaria and TB. And
we’re struggling to build bipartisan consensus
for this. We believe we were right in Kosovo,
and most of them didn’t. And I still think
we were right in Kosovo and Bosnia, and I’m
glad we did it. We believe we ought to have
a comprehensive test ban treaty, and they
don’t. There are big differences. Now these
are honest differences.

But I’m telling you folks, I know you may
not want to have a serious seminar at this
hour of the night on Friday night, but I am
telling you this is a huge election. There are
gaping differences. You cannot, in good con-
science, permit anyone you know to vote
without being aware of the differences and
the consequences to the children of this
country based on the choices that will be
made.

What I believe is, if everybody knows what
the deal is, then we ought to all be happy
with the results. When Hillary asked me if
I thought she ought to run for the Senate,
I said, ‘‘It depends on whether you’re willing
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to risk losing and whether you’ve got some-
thing to say that’s bigger than you.’’ The an-
swer to both of those was yes, so off she went.
And I’m really proud of her.

But when she calls in from the road or
I call her, I say, ‘‘Remember, your objective
in an election is to make sure everyone who
votes against you knows what they’re doing.’’
You think about that. If everyone who votes
against you, every vote you lose, knows what
he or she is doing, then democracy has
worked. And none of us have any complaints.

Now, you know and I know and they know
that if the American people know what
they’re doing in this election, that is, if they
understand what the real choices are, they
will vote for the Democrats. They will make
Dick Gephardt the Speaker. They’ll make
Tom Daschle the majority leader. They’ll
make Al Gore the President, because they
know what I have told you is true. And that’s
why you have this attempt in the other party
to create a collective amnesia about their pri-
mary and to blur all over these differences.
I don’t blame them. If I were them, I would
do the same thing. It’s their only shot.

But we ought to get a whoopin’ if we let
them get away with it, if you’ll allow me to
use a colloquialism from my small southern
State. [Laughter] This is a big deal. I’m not
even going to be here, but I have done all
this work in the hope that if we could turn
America around, we would be in a position
to build the future of our dreams for our
kids.

Why should we even be fighting about
this? We ought to be saving Social Security
and Medicare and adding a prescription drug
benefit for seniors who need it. We ought
to be making sure that every kid in this coun-
try who wants to go to college can go. We
ought to be making sure that there’s eco-
nomic opportunity for the first time on these
Indian reservations and in the Mississippi
Delta and the Appalachians and all these
places, in the inner-city neighborhoods.
There’s plenty to do out here.

We ought to be figuring out how we’re
going to put a human face on the global econ-
omy so that those of us like me that believe
we ought to have more trade will be able
to prove it lifts people up and raises wages

and creates jobs everywhere. We ought to
be thinking about these big things.

What are we going to do about global
warming? One of the reasons I’m for Al Gore
for President, besides the fact that he’s been
my Vice President and the best Vice Presi-
dent in history is, we need somebody in the
White House that understands the future.
That’s what we ought to be talking about.

Al Gore was telling me about climate
change 12 years ago. Everybody was making
fun of him. Now, even the oil companies
admit it’s real. He was right. He sponsored
legislation in the House to make the Internet
more than the private province of physicists,
and a lot of people in this room are making
a pretty good living because of that.

And now all your financial and health
records are on somebody’s computer some-
where. Don’t you think you ought to be able
to say yes before somebody else gets them?
Wouldn’t you like somebody in the White
House at least who understood that?

The other day we had this great announce-
ment on the human genome—did you see
it?—with the sequencing of the human ge-
nome. I had to read for a year so I would
understand what I was saying in that 30 min-
utes. Do you think someone—when you get
a little genetic map, and all of you that are
still young enough to bear children, when
your children come home from the hospital
in a couple years, everybody will just have
their little genetic map that will tell you, you
know, what your child is likely to be like,
what kind of problems you’re vulnerable to.
It’s scary and hopeful.

But do you think your little genetic record
should be used by somebody else without
your permission to deny you a job or a pro-
motion or a pay raise or health insurance?
Wouldn’t you at least like to have somebody
in the White House that understands that?

This is a big election, and all this great
stuff is out there. And you must not allow
people to take this casually. Dick Gephardt
will be the Speaker if the people of this coun-
try understand what the issues are, what the
differences are, what the stakes are. And
that’s why I’ve tried to be, even though I
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am in a semi-coma tonight and will not re-
member this tomorrow morning—[laugh-
ter]—I hope I have been somewhat persua-
sive.

The kids of this country deserve this. Look,
in my lifetime, we’ve only had one other
economy that was almost this good in the
sixties. And we took it for granted, and we
thought we didn’t have to nourish that mo-
ment. And it fell apart in the national con-
flicts over civil rights and the war in Vietnam.
And all of a sudden, it was gone. And now
we’ve waited over 30 years for this chance
again. We don’t want to blow it.

And if we don’t, believe me, the best is
still out there. I’ve had a great time doing
this. Massachusetts has been great to us. If
you really want to tell me that you appreciate
what I’ve tried to do, make him the Speaker,
make Al the President, make Daschle the
majority leader, and you will make America’s
best days ahead.

Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President spoke at 8:23 p.m. at a pri-
vate residence. In his remarks, he referred to
former U.S. Ambassador to Austria Swanee Hunt
and her husband, Charles Ansbacher, dinner
hosts; former President Boris Yeltsin of Russia;
Republican Presidential candidate Gov. George
W. Bush of Texas and Vice Presidential candidate
Dick Cheney; Ed McMahon, spokesperson, Pub-
lishers’ Clearinghouse Sweepstakes; and Wayne
LaPierre, executive vice president, National Rifle
Association. This item was not received in time
for publication in the appropriate issue.

The President’s Radio Address
July 29, 2000

Good morning. This weekend marks the
start of the summer recess for Members of
Congress. Many are heading home to their
districts, and most Republicans are meeting
in Philadelphia for their party’s convention.

But wherever they go, I hope they will be
thinking of the millions of Americans for
whom summer vacations are not an option,
the millions who work all summer long, all
year long, earning no more than the min-
imum wage.

I want to talk to you today about giving
these hard-pressed Americans a much-
deserved raise and helping them to live the

American dream. The face of the minimum
wage is the face of America. Every one of
us knows at least one person who works for
minimum wage. It might be a member of
your family. It might be the person who cares
for your children during the day or serves
you lunch at the shop on the corner or cleans
your office every night.

Seventy percent of the workers on the
minimum wage are adults; 60 percent are
women; and almost 50 percent work full-
time. Many are their families’ sole bread-
winners, struggling to bring up their children
on $10,700 a year. These hard-working
Americans need a raise. They deserve it.
They’ve earned it.

I’ve always believed that if you work hard
and play by the rules, you ought to have a
decent chance for yourself and for a better
life for your children. That’s the promise I
made when I first ran for President, and
that’s the basic bargain behind so much of
what we’ve done in the years since, from ex-
panding the earned-income tax credit for
lower income working people to passing the
Family and Medical Leave Act, from in-
creased child care assistance to health care
for children to helping millions and millions
of Americans move from welfare to work.

That’s also why, in 1996, we raised the
minimum wage to $5.15 an hour over 2 years.
It’s high time we did it again. In fact, it’s
long overdue.

More than a year ago now, I proposed to
raise the minimum wage by $1 over 2 years,
a modest increase that merely restores the
minimum wage to what it was back in 1982
in real dollar terms. Still, it’s no small change.
For a full-time worker, it would mean an-
other $2,000 a year—$2,000 more to pay for
a child’s college education, to cover critical
health care, to pay the rent. And for a year
now, the Republican leadership has sat on
that proposal.

Back in 1996, the last time we raised the
minimum wage, some of these same Repub-
licans called it, and I quote, ‘‘a job killer
cloaked in kindness.’’ They said it would
cause—again, a quote—‘‘a juvenile crime
wave of epic proportions.’’ Well, time has not
been kind to their predictions, and neither
have the numbers. Our economy has created
more than 11 million new jobs since we last
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raised the minimum wage. And study after
study shows that a raise in the minimum
wage is good not only for working families;
it’s good for our entire economy, especially
at a time of labor shortages when we want
to increase incentives for all Americans who
can, to find work.

So this time, unlike the last time, the con-
gressional majority knows better than to
speak against raising the minimum wage.
This time, instead of arguing the facts, the
leadership is playing legislative games, stall-
ing action, and stifling debate. Already, these
delays have cost the minimum wage worker
more than $900 in hard-earned pay. To para-
phrase Shakespeare, they’ve come to bury
the minimum wage, not to raise it.

For working Americans, the wait grows
longer. As recently as this week, the majority
in Congress was still talking about raising the
minimum wage, but they couldn’t bring
themselves to actually do it. In the last hours
before their recess, they were still working
overtime to give tax breaks to the tiniest,
wealthiest fraction of America’s families and
still doing nothing for the 10 million people
who would benefit from a boost in the min-
imum wage.

This weekend Republican leaders gather
in Philadelphia. From their seats inside the
convention hall, I hope they’ll stop a moment
to think of Americans outside that hall—
Americans working in the restaurants, the
shops, the hotels of Philadelphia, working
hard for the minimum wage.

If Republican leaders really want to make
their compassion count, they ought to join
me in getting back to business and raising
the minimum wage. I hope the majority will
join the Democrats to seize this moment, to
stop the delays, to work with me to help our
working families.

Thanks for listening.

NOTE: The address was recorded at 1:03 p.m. on
July 28 in Room 606 at Barrington High School,
Barrington, RI, for broadcast at 10:06 a.m. on July
29. The transcript was made available by the Of-
fice of the Press Secretary on July 28 but was
embargoed for release until the broadcast.

Remarks at a Luncheon for Hillary
Clinton in New York City
July 29, 2000

Thank you. First of all, I would like to
thank all of you for making us feel so wel-
come. In particular, I thank you, Albert Kwak
and John Ha and Gilliam Kim, for your words
and your support. I would also like to thank
those of you in the audience who worked so
hard on this event, especially Janet Lee,
thank you, and my good friend Tony George
from Cleveland. I thank Lee Ho-Yeon for the
song. Wasn’t the song beautiful? Let’s give
her another hand for the beautiful singing.
[Applause]

I want to say just a couple of things, if
I might, today. First of all, I appreciate the
previous remarks by Gilliam Kim about the
relationship of the United States and Korea
and South Korea during my time. I have
been to Korea many times to see the people,
the leaders, and the United States forces
there. We have worked very hard to encour-
age the new direction in North Korea and
to support President Kim as he has worked
to break down the barriers of the past and
to build a more peaceful future. And I cer-
tainly hope it will be successful.

I feel very good about what has been done,
and I appreciate the support that this new
direction has received from other nations in
the area. So I hope you will all keep your
fingers crossed and keep working for it, be-
cause it would be a very good thing to make
the future in the 21st century safer for all
of the children of the Korean Peninsula and
all of Asia.

The second thing I would like to say is
that I have worked very hard for these last
8 years to make America a place open and
welcoming to all immigrants, a place of gen-
uine opportunity that supported people who
worked hard and took care of their families
and contributed to their communities.

I have worked against discrimination
against all people who come to America from
other countries, and I’ve tried to remind our
fellow Americans that all of us came here
from somewhere else. Even our native popu-
lations once crossed a landmass that no
longer exists between the Northwest United
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States and the northeastern part of Asia. So
I welcome you here, and I thank you for your
participation in this event.

The last thing I would like to say is that
I heartily endorse what was said earlier by
Mr. Kim about hate crimes. You know, even
though America has made great progress in
overcoming our past of discrimination on the
basis of race or ethnic origin or religion, we
still have instances in our country where peo-
ple are subject to discrimination. And we all
know it. We can remember by name some
of the victims: James Byrd, dragged to death
in Texas; Matthew Shepard, stretched out on
a fence in Wyoming. We know that a former
basketball coach in Chicago was killed be-
cause of his race. We know that a young
Korean Christian was killed walking out of
a church by a fanatic who said he belonged
to a church that did not believe in God but
believed in the supremacy of his race.

We know, thankfully, these people are a
very small minority in our country, but we
know they have to be rebuked and stopped.
And that is why we support the hate crimes
legislation. Hate crimes are not like other
crimes. People are singled out for victimhood
simply because they belong to a certain race
or a certain religion. In California not very
long ago, a bunch of little Jewish children
were shot at just because they were going
into their school, and a Filipino postal worker
was killed because he was Filipino and be-
cause he worked for the Federal Govern-
ment.

There are very few of these people in our
country, thank goodness, but we should pass
hate crimes legislation to make it clear that
we will not tolerate discrimination against
people simply because of who they are. And
I hope all of you will support that.

Now, looking ahead to the future, let me
say that I think that Korean-Americans can
have a big impact on this election, in New
York and in the United States, if you are will-
ing to participate, not—yes by coming to
fundraisers, and we thank you for that—but
also by reminding Americans of what an im-
portant occasion this election is. In great de-
mocracies, people tend to make good deci-
sions in times of crisis because they know
that there is trouble all around and that
change is required. In 1992 the American

people gave me a chance to be President,
because there was trouble all around and
they knew we had to change.

But sometimes when things are going very
well—when the economy is in good shape,
when, as you said, there are fewer people
on welfare, when crime is down, when we
are moving toward greater peace in the
world—people may think there is no con-
sequence to the election; there are no dif-
ferences between the candidates; everything
comes wrapped up in a pretty package; and
no one takes the trouble to open it to see
what’s inside in terms of what an election
is about.

And the reason I say you can make a con-
tribution is, it is the nature of immigrants
to the United States from Korea, as you
pointed out, to work hard, to try to strength-
en family and community, and to always
think about the future in good times as well
as tough times.

Democracies tend to make some of their
worst mistakes, if you look throughout
human history, not in the tough times but
in the good times—in the good times. Why?
Because it’s easy to stop concentrating. It’s
easy to stop working. It’s easy to stop trying.
It’s easy to be fooled into thinking that there
are no serious consequences to a choice.

So my message to you today is that I be-
lieve that Hillary decided to run for the Sen-
ate here because she knew how serious this
election was, because she had spent all of
her life as an adult working for children and
families and better education and health
care. She wrote a best selling book and gave
away 100 percent of the profits to children’s
charities because she thinks that that’s the
most important issue for anybody’s future
and because she understood that we had
worked for 8 years to turn the country
around. And we’re moving in the right direc-
tion, but now we have the chance of a life-
time to build the future of our dreams for
our children.

The only thing I worry about in this elec-
tion, the only thing, is that people will either
believe it doesn’t make much difference be-
cause times are going along so well—what
difference does it make who gets elected
President or who gets elected to the Senate
or who gets elected to the Congress, or that
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because things are going along so well and
our opponents are making such a determined
and clever effort to blur the differences, that
they simply won’t understand what the dif-
ferences are.

So I ask you not only to support us in this
way, as you have today, and within the Ko-
rean-American community, but to talk to
other people in this country with whom you
come in contact and remind them that good
times are great blessings that impose special
responsibilities and that we may never have
another chance to have an election where we
can pick people and policies that will build
the most brilliant future we can imagine, that
elections are decisions by voters and citizens
which have far-reaching consequences on
how we will live and that the good times elec-
tion are as big a test of our judgment and
our values and our national character as the
tough times election.

Let me just give you a couple of examples.
Beginning with the Vice President, and in-
cluding Hillary and all of our Democrats, we
think our economic policy is pretty good. We
think it works for America, and we think it
should be continued and intensified in the
years ahead. What do I mean by that?

We want to give the American people a
tax cut that we can afford based on what we
think our surpluses will be in the years ahead,
to help people educate their children, pay
for child care, pay for long-term care for the
elderly and disabled, save for retirement. We
want to save some money to invest in edu-
cation and health care and scientific and
technological research. And we want to keep
paying down the national debt until America
is out of debt, to keep interest rates low so
people like you can borrow money to start
businesses, to buy homes, to send your chil-
dren to college at lower interest rates. That’s
our policy.

Their policy is to say to the American peo-
ple, ‘‘We have a projected surplus over the
next 10 years of $2 trillion. It is your money.
You worked for it, and we are going to give
it all back to you right now.’’

Now, that sounds very good. What is the
problem with it? It is a projected surplus.
So if we cut taxes right now by the amount
of money we think we’re going to have over
the next 10 years, we will cut taxes whether

the money comes in or not, and we will have
no money for education, for health care, for
investment in the future. And we will not
pay this debt off, and then, if the projected
income figures are wrong, we’ll be back in
deficits, making the same mistakes we were
making 8 years ago when the American peo-
ple gave me a chance to change this country.
That is the big economic issue.

Their policies will raise interest rates. Our
policies will keep them lower. Our policies
will give people an effective tax cut of hun-
dreds of billions of dollars in lower home
mortgage rates, lower business loan rates,
lower college loan rates, lower car payment
rates—clear choice; huge difference. Most
people don’t know it yet. You can help.

We have differences in education policy,
in health care policy. We want everybody to
have affordable health insurance that they
can buy. We want older people on Medicare
to be able to buy prescription drugs. We want
to lengthen the life of Social Security and
Medicare so that when all of the people in
the so-called baby boom generation retire,
we do not impose a burden on our children
and their ability to raise our grandchildren.

We want to have a country where the
streets are safe for people to walk. We have
a much lower crime rate now than we did
when I took office. But I’m sure you believe
it’s still too high—huge difference in the two
parties, from the Presidency to the Senate
candidates to the Congress, on what we
would do.

We believe there are still too many crimi-
nals and children who have handguns, and
it leads to too much violence. We believe
that we should strengthen our laws in that
regard, to do more rigorous background
checks on people who try to buy guns. We
think if someone buys a handgun, they ought
to get a license like you do with a car, that
says you have passed a background check and
you understand how to use the gun safely.
They strongly disagree with it.

It’s a big choice. There is no point in pre-
tending that there is not a difference here
and that it won’t have consequences. So these
are just some of the issues that I wanted to
bring up. We favor the hate crimes legisla-
tion, broad and inclusive. Their leadership
is opposed to it—big difference.
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So what I ask you to do is, number one,
keep being a good example for all Americans
with your work ethic and your strong families
and your contributions to community; num-
ber two, thank you for being here to help
Hillary; she will be the most outstanding ad-
vocate New York could possibly have for chil-
dren and families, for jobs and health care
and education; number three, remind your
fellow Americans not to go to sleep this elec-
tion year, that what you do in good times
is just as important, maybe more important,
as what you do in bad times in an election,
that elections are choices with real con-
sequences.

I am absolutely convinced if the American
people and the people in New York clearly
understand it’s a big election, there are big
differences, and what the differences are,
that Hillary will be the next Senator; Vice
President Gore will be the next President;
and America’s best days are still ahead. That’s
what I believe.

Now I would like to introduce the First
Lady, my wife, by telling you that, as far as
I know, I have now run my last race. I will
never be a candidate for anything again. I
will spend my time helping other people to
run for office and to serve our country.

I have had, since I was a very young man,
the opportunity to work with literally hun-
dreds of people in public life who were run-
ning for office, first helping them to get elect-
ed, then getting elected myself. Now I am
returning to my original role as a citizen.

Of all the hundreds of people I have
known, including many Presidents and can-
didates for President, I have never known
anyone who had the same combination of in-
telligence and passion and knowledge and
ability to get things done for children, for
families, for education, for health care, than
my wife does.

She has never presented herself for public
office before. She’s spent 30 years working
for other people and other causes before they
were popular, when no one else paid atten-
tion to them. And I frankly am grateful that
she has been given the chance by the people
of New York to run for the Senate, and I
hope for the sake of this State and the chil-
dren of our country that she will have a
chance to serve, because she can do things

and she knows things that no one else now
in our public life can do and know, just be-
cause of the life she has lived.

It is a very good thing that she is doing,
although I’d just as soon we were out relaxing
somewhere. [Laughter] I am glad that she
wants to do it. I am glad that you’re helping
her, and I hope you will help her every day
between now and November, because it’s the
best thing that could possibly happen for the
people and the future of New York and for
our country.

Please bring my wife up now to the floor.
Thank you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 1:57 p.m. in the
Empire Room at the Waldorf-Astoria Hotel. In
his remarks, he referred to luncheon host Albert
N. Kwak; John Sehe Jong Ha, president, Korean
American Senior Citizens Society of New York;
Gilliam Kim, president, Korean American Asso-
ciation of America; and President Kim Dae-jung
of South Korea. The transcript released by the
Office of the Press Secretary also included the
remarks of the First Lady.

Remarks at a Democratic National
Committee Luncheon in Chicago,
Illinois
July 30, 2000

Well, thank you all for being here today.
I’m delighted to be in this beautiful new res-
taurant. One of the owners of this restaurant,
Phil Stefani, is a good friend of mine, and
in honor of my coming, he went to Rome.
[Laughter] I don’t know what it means, but
it’s probably a pretty good choice. [Laughter]

I want to thank Senator Dick Durbin, one
of the finest human beings and one of the
bravest people and one of the most eloquent
people who has served in the United States
Congress in my adult lifetime, since I’ve been
covering. He is an extraordinary human
being, and I’m grateful that he is my friend,
and I thank him.

Thank you, Mr. President Middleton, and
thank you, Fred Baron, Leo Boyle, Anthony
Tarricone, all the other members of the
ATLA, for being here today. I want to thank
all the candidates who have come here today.
And I know—Fred told me he’d already in-
troduced them, but this is a very interesting
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group of candidates. We have Ron Klink and
Debbie Stabenow running from the House
of Representatives for the United States Sen-
ate. And they can both win, and they should
win if you help them. I saw earlier Deborah
Senn and Ed Bernstein. I think Brian
Schweitzer is here. We have a whole slew
of House candidates. One of them, John
Kelly from New Mexico, went to college with
me, so I have a particular interest in seeing
him make good. [Laughter] But he was also
a distinguished U.S. attorney.

But we have this incredible group of peo-
ple running for the House. They can win the
majority. And now we have an extraordinary
new Senator from the State of Georgia, Zell
Miller, who will be running for election in
November. And believe me, we can win not
only the House but the Senate, as well, if
you give them enough help.

And a number of you have helped the Sen-
ate candidate that I care the most about, in
New York—[laughter]—and I want to thank
you for that. And if you haven’t, I hope you
will, because it’s a big old tough State. And
they’re trying to take us out, and I think she’s
going in, with your help. So I hope you will,
and I thank you very much for that.

Let me say, normally I don’t speak from
any notes at these events, but I want to do
it today for a particular reason. You make
a living making arguments, persuading peo-
ple, knowing what’s on people’s minds, un-
derstanding the predispositions that they
bring to any given circumstance. And this is
a highly unusual circumstance, so I want to
talk to you about it today, because with the
conventions of the Republicans in Philadel-
phia, the Democrats in Los Angeles, we’re
beginning to have this election in earnest.

The first thing I want to do is to say a
simple thank you. You’ve been thanking me;
I want to thank you. I want to thank you
for being so good to me and Hillary and Al
and Tipper Gore for these 8 years. I want
to thank you for supporting the civil justice
system and, when it was threatened, the Con-
stitution of the United States. I want to thank
you for supporting ordinary citizens, the peo-
ple who can’t afford to come to fundraisers
like this but work in places like this, people
who can’t afford to hire lobbyists in Wash-
ington to plead their case. And I want to

thank you again for supporting the can-
didates here and those who are not here who
can help to give us a new majority in the
Congress.

The second thing I’d like to say, with some
humility, I guess, is that your support has
been validated by the record of the last 8
years. This country is in better shape than
it was 8 years ago. It’s stronger than it was
8 years ago, and people are better off than
they were 8 years ago.

And as Senator Durbin said, yes, part of
it is economics. We have the longest eco-
nomic expansion in history and the lowest
unemployment rate in 30 years, the strongest
growth in 40 years, the highest homeowner-
ship in history, all of those statistics. But it’s
more than that as well. This is a more just
society. We have the lowest African-Amer-
ican and Hispanic unemployment rates ever
recorded, the lowest female unemployment
rates in 40 years, the lowest single-parent
household poverty rate in 46 years. We have
rising scores among our students in schools,
the first time in history the African-American
high school graduation rate is equal to that
of the white majority, the highest percentage
of people going on to college in our history.

We have cleaner air, cleaner water, safer
food. We set aside more land in the lower
48 States than any administration in history
except those of the two Roosevelts. And we
proved that you could improve the environ-
ment and the economy at the same time. The
welfare rolls have been cut in half. The crime
rate is at a 30-year low. Gun crime has
dropped 35 percent in the last 7 years. So
it’s about more than money. It’s about who
we are as a people and how we live together.

Many of you whom I met earlier men-
tioned my work in the last couple of weeks
on the Middle East peace process. I’ve been
very honored to be part of making a more
peaceful world, from the Balkans to the Mid-
dle East to Northern Ireland, trying to re-
duce the threat of terrorism and weapons of
mass destruction and trying to build a posi-
tive set of relationships with countries
throughout the world. And America is better
positioned than it was 8 years ago.

Now, here’s the most important thing:
Now what? What are we doing with this pros-
perity? That’s my answer and your answer,
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but how do we get it to be America’s answer?
What are we going to do with this remarkable
moment of prosperity? Will we use it as a
precious, once-in-a-lifetime gift to meet the
big challenges and seize the big opportunities
of this new century? Or will we do what often
happens in democracies, when things are
going well, and break our concentration and
sort of wander through this election?

The outcome of the election, who wins,
depends on what people think the election
is really about. Now, on our side, we’ve got
people led by Vice President Gore who have
brought America back and who have great
ideas for keeping this positive change going.
On their side, they have people led by their
Presidential and Vice Presidential nominees
who are speaking in very soothing, reassuring
ways about compassion and harmony and in-
clusion. Gone are these harsh personal at-
tacks that dominated their politics from ’92
to ’98.

You watch their convention. I bet butter
wouldn’t melt in their mouth for the next
few days. [Laughter] It is appealing as a pack-
age and a terrific marketing strategy. But that
obscures the differences between the can-
didates for President, the candidates for Sen-
ate and Congress, and, fundamentally, the
different approaches between the two par-
ties. And it is just what they mean to do,
because on issue after issue, this ticket is to
the right of the one that Al Gore and I op-
posed in 1996.

So this election—you just need to know
three things about it. It is a big election; there
are big differences; and only the Democrats
want you to know what the differences are.
What does that tell you about who you ought
to vote for? [Laughter]

It is a big election, but a lot of people don’t
think so. Story after story after story that our
friends in the press write indicate that people
aren’t sure what the differences are between
the candidates for President. ‘‘Do they have
different approaches to crime and gun safe-
ty? Do they have different approaches to the
economy? Do they really have different ap-
proaches to health care? They both seem like
compassionate people. Who could mess this
economy up, anyway? I mean, it’s so strong.
And maybe there aren’t any real con-

sequences, and so maybe we should give the
other side a chance. We had it for 8 years.’’

Now, how many times in your own life—
if you’re over 30 years old, every person in
this room over 30 at some point in your life
has made a mistake, not because your life
was so full of difficulty but because things
were going along so well you thought there
was no penalty to the failure to concentrate.
A lot of you are nodding your head. That’s
true. You know that’s true. If you live long
enough, you’ll make one of those mistakes.

And countries are no different than peo-
ple. Things are going along well; they kind
of relax, feeling good. I’m glad everybody is
feeling good. But wouldn’t it be ironic if, as
a consequence of the good feeling of America
now and our yearning to sort of have every-
thing come out all right, that the people that
made the decisions and paid the price were
punished for the error they helped to bring
about? Now, that’s basically the issue in this
election.

And so I say to you, I don’t blame our
friends in the Republican Party. If I were
them, I would be trying to obscure the dif-
ferences between us, too, because it’s the
only way they can win. [Laughter] I mean,
it’s a good strategy, and they’re doing it very
well. And they’ve got a great package, and
they just hope nobody ever unwraps the
package to look and see what’s inside.

Now, this is America, and people should
do whatever they think they can do to get
elected. But if that happens and if the elec-
torate goes into the polling place in Novem-
ber without knowing what the real dif-
ferences are, that’s our fault, not theirs. You
can’t blame them for trying to get elected.
They want back in in the world’s worst way.
And all those interest groups that are behind
them want back in in the world’s worst way.
And you know some of the things they want
to do if they could get the White House and
the Congress, don’t you? And you can’t
blame them. They’re just doing what they’re
supposed to do; they’re trying to win.

And the American people almost always
get it right, almost always—for over 220 years
now, if they have enough time and enough
information to make a good choice. That’s
our job. And that’s your job, because you
make arguments for a living, so you are
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uniquely positioned to influence the outcome
of this election, not so much by your money
as by your insight and your persuasiveness
and understanding. And you have to take it
on.

Let me just give you an example. What
you’ve got to convince people of is, ‘‘Look,
an election is a decision. It’s a choice, and
choices have consequences. If you like the
consequences of your choice, you should vote
for that person. But let’s just look at some
of them. Number one, on economic policy,
the goal ought to be to keep this recovery
going and spread its benefits to more people,
right? Okay. What’s our policy? Our policy
is: Stay with what works; keep investing in
America’s future, in education, in science
and technology and health care; keep paying
down the debt; get us out of debt, so the
interest rates will stay low; save Social Secu-
rity and Medicare for the baby boom genera-
tion and add a drug benefit to Medicare, and
give the people a tax cut we can afford and
still do that stuff—for college education, for
long-term care, for child care, for people with
a lot of kids to save for retirement; have a
tax cut but don’t let it interfere with our obli-
gation to invest in our children’s education,
to save Medicare and Social Security and get
us out of debt.’’

What’s their side? They can say it better.
Their side is, ‘‘Hey, it’s your money. We’ve
got it. It’s a surplus. We want to give it back
to you. That’s the problem with the Demo-
crats. They never saw a program they didn’t
like. It’s your money. We’re going to give it
back to you.’’ And they propose to spend,
at least from the taxes they passed in the last
12 months to the one that their candidate
for President is advocating and is in the Re-
publican platform, over $2 trillion in tax cuts
over the next 10 years. And they say, ‘‘Well,
so what? We’re supposed to have a surplus
of $2 trillion.’’ Now, never mind the fact that
that, number one, gives them no money for
their own spending promises.

Did you ever get one of those letters in
the mail from Publishers’ Clearinghouse, Ed
McMahon? You may have won $10 million.
Did you go out and spend the $10 million
the next day? If you did, you should support
the Republicans this year. [Laughter] If not,

you’d better stick with us. You better stick
with us.

Folks, that money is not there yet. That
money is not there yet. If we invest this year
in education and we say we want to spend
this much next year and the money doesn’t
come in, we don’t have to spend it. But once
you cut taxes, it’s gone, and it’s pretty hard
to get a bunch of politicians to come back
in and raise them again because the money
didn’t materialize. So you’ve got to tell peo-
ple that.

Look at your friends and say, ‘‘Listen, if
I ask you to sign a contract right now, com-
mitting to spend every penny of your pro-
jected income over the next 10 years, would
you do it? If you would, you should support
them. If not, you’d better stick with us. Keep
this economy going.’’

I got an economic analysis last week from
a professional economist that said that Vice
President Gore’s economic plan would keep
interest rates at least one percent lower—
at least one percent lower—than his oppo-
nent’s plan over the next decade. Do you
know what that’s worth?—$250 billion in
home mortgage savings, $30 billion in car
payment savings, $15 billion in student loan
payments. That’s a pretty good size tax cut,
and besides, you get a health economy, and
you get America out of debt. It’s a huge dif-
ference. People don’t know it. It’s up to you
to make sure they do.

Let me just take one or two others. In
health care, we want to lengthen the life of
Medicare and Social Security. We want to
add a Medicare drug benefit that all of our
seniors can afford, We want a Patients’ Bill
of Rights. On those three issues they say,
‘‘No, no, no. No lengthening the life of Medi-
care and Social Security.’’ Indeed, one of the
tax cuts they passed this week would take
5 years off the life of Medicare. ‘‘No Patients’
Bill of Rights with the right to be vindicated
if you get hurt. No Medicare drug benefit
that all of our seniors can afford who need
it.’’

On crime, we say, ‘‘Put more police out
there, and do more to take guns out of the
hands of criminals and kids. Specifically,
close the gun show loophole; mandate child
trigger locks; don’t import large-capacity am-
munition clips to get around the assault
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weapons ban.’’ And the Vice President says—
and I agree with him—‘‘Make people who
buy handguns get a photo ID license like
people who buy cars, showing that they
passed a background check and they know
how to use the gun safely.’’

They say ‘‘No, no, no, no. Instead, have
more people carrying concealed weapons—
in church, if necessary.’’ [Laughter] That’s
their record and their position. Now, that’s
a clear choice. People don’t know that. Did
you see that survey last week of suburban
women voters who care a lot about this issue?
And they had no idea what the differences
were.

Now, the chief political argument is that
the head of the NRA said they’d have an of-
fice in the White House if the Republicans
win. But what I want to tell you is something
more profound. They won’t need an office
in the White House because they’ll do what
they want to anyway, because that’s what
they believe.

Look, I think we have got a chance here
to get away from this politics of personal de-
struction. We should say that our opponents
are honorable, good, decent, patriotic peo-
ple, and we have honest disagreements with
them. The only thing we disagree with is,
they’re trying to hide the disagreements. So
let’s tell the American people what the dif-
ferences are and let them decide. And what-
ever they decide, we can all go on about our
business and be happy with our lives because
democracy is working. But we can’t if they
don’t know.

Let’s look at the environment. We say we
should have higher standards for the environ-
ment and deal with the problems of climate
change, and we can improve the environ-
ment and the economy at the same time. And
they don’t believe that, basically. And one
of the specific commitments made by their
candidate in the primary—something they
hope all you forget; they hope you have selec-
tive amnesia about the Republican primary—
but one of the specific commitments made
was to reverse my order establishing 43 mil-
lion acres that are roadless in our national
forests, something the Audobon Society said
was the most significant conservation move
in the last 40 years. Now, they’re on record
committing to repeal that.

So there’s a difference there. People need
to know what the differences are, and if they
agree with them, they should vote for them.
If they agree with us, they can vote for us.
But they ought to know.

I’ll give you a couple other examples. Hate
crimes legislation: We’re for it; their leader-
ship is opposed to it because it also protects
gays. Employment nondiscrimination legisla-
tion: We’re for it; they’re against it. Raising
the minimum wage: We’re for it; they’re
against it. More vigorous civil rights enforce-
ment and involvement: We’re for it; they’re
against it.

Now, all the big publicity is about, in the
last few days, an amazing vote cast by their
nominee for Vice President when he was in
Congress against letting Nelson Mandela out
of jail. And that takes your breath away. But
Mr. Mandela got out of jail in spite of that
congressional vote. Most of the Congressmen
voted to let him out. He became President
of South Africa, and the rest is history.

I’m worried about the people now whom
I’ve tried to put on the Court of Appeals who
are African-American and Hispanic, who are
being held in political jail because they can’t
get a hearing from this Republican Senate,
and their nominee won’t say a word about
it—never.

The Fourth Circuit Court of Appeals in
the southeastern part of the United States
has never had an African-American, but it
has more African-American citizens than any
other one. I’ve been trying for 7 long years
to fix it, and they’ve blocked every one. They
are so determined to keep an African-Amer-
ican off the court that they have allowed a
25 percent vacancy rate on the fourth cir-
cuit—just to keep an African-American off
the court.

There are two now I’ve got up there. They
could prove me wrong. Give them a hearing,
and confirm them. In Texas, I nominated a
man named Enrique Moreno from El Paso
that the Texas State trial judges said was one
of the best lawyers in west Texas, a guy that
graduated at the top of his class at Harvard,
came out of El Paso and did that. He got
the highest rating from the ABA. And the
Texas Republican Senators said he wasn’t
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qualified. And by their likes, he’s not quali-
fied because he’s not a guaranteed ideolog-
ical purist vote.

And the leader of the Republican Party
in Texas, now the leader of the American
Republican Party, all he had to do was say,
‘‘Give this man a hearing. This is wrong.’’
But not a peep. So let’s worry more about
Moreno—Mandela took care of himself just
fine—and the people in the fourth circuit
and the other people. This is a big issue.

Now, I’m sure they have principled rea-
sons. They really want somebody on the
Court of Appeals. They think it would be a
better country if people toed the ideological
line. I have appointed the most diverse and
the highest rated group of judges in the last
40 years, and I didn’t ask them what their
party lines were.

Now, that leads me to the last point. I
think the last place where there is a clear
choice is, choice and civil rights enforcement
and the civil justice system. The next Presi-
dent will make two to four appointments to
the Supreme Court, almost certainly. The
Vice President has said where he stands on
this. Their nominees are both avowed oppo-
nents of Roe v. Wade, and their nominee for
President said the people he admired most
in the Supreme Court were Justices Thomas
and Scalia, those that are the most conserv-
ative.

Now, I’ll bet you anything nobody gets up
and gives a speech about this in Philadelphia.
But it’s a relevant thing. It will change the
shape of America far beyond the lifetime of
the next Presidency.

So I say to you—and I’m not attacking
them personally. These are differences. And
I don’t even blame them for trying to hide
the differences because they know if the folks
find out, they’re toast. [Laughter] I don’t
blame them. But I have worked so hard to
turn this country around. I have done all I
could do. And I don’t want my country to
squander the opportunity of a lifetime, the
opportunity of a generation to build the fu-
ture of our dreams for our children. That’s
what I want.

And I think what’s best for America is Al
Gore. That’s what I really believe. That’s
what I believe. He’s done more good in the
office of Vice President than anybody who

ever held it. We’ve had some great Presi-
dents who were Vice President. None of
them did remotely as much for America as
Vice President as he has, from casting the
tie-breaking vote on the budget to casting
the tie-breaking vote for gun safety in this
year; from managing our downsizing of the
Government to the smallest size in 40 years
to making sure that we pass an E-rate in the
Telecommunications Act that can make sure
all the poor schools in this country could
hook up to the Internet; from managing a
lot of our environmental programs to man-
aging a lot of our foreign policy with Russia,
Egypt, and other countries.

There has never been anybody who has
had remotely as much influence as Vice
President as he has. And therefore, he is, by
definition then, the best qualified person in
our lifetime to be President.

The second thing you need to know is,
there is a big difference in economic policy.
I’ve already said that, but if you want this
thing to go on—everybody who wants to live
like a Republican needs to vote Democrat
this year. [Laughter] Now, if you want it to
go on, you’ve got to do it.

And the third thing that you need to know
about him is he understands the future. He
understood the potential of the Internet to
carry the Library of Congress when it was
the private province of Defense Department
physicists. Don’t you want somebody like that
in the White House when we have to decide
who gets a hold of your medical and financial
records that are on the Internet?

He understands the potential of the
human genome project and this whole bio-
medical revolution. Don’t you want someone
like that in the White House when we have
to decide whether someone can deny you a
job or a promotion or health insurance based
on your gene map?

He understands climate change. People
made fun of him 12 years ago. When we ran
together in ’92, they made fun of him. Now
the oil companies acknowledge that climate
change and global warming are real, and it’s
going to change the whole way our children
live unless we deal with it. Wouldn’t you like
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someone in the White House that really un-
derstands that? You need somebody that un-
derstands the future. It’s going to be here
before you know it.

And the last thing I’ll say—it’s what you
already know or you wouldn’t be here—this
is the most diverse, interesting country we’ve
ever had. We’re going out into a world that’s
more and more interdependent, where we
have obligations to people around the world
that we must fulfill if we want to do well
ourselves. And I want someone in the White
House that will take us all along for the ride,
and he will.

Thank you, and God bless you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 2:30 p.m. at the
437 Rush Restaurant. In his remarks, he referred
to Richard H. Middleton, Jr., president, Fred
Baron, president-elect, Leo Boyle, vice president,
and Anthony Tarricone, member, board of gov-
ernors, Association of Trial Lawyers of America;
U.S. senatorial candidates Deborah Senn of
Washington, Ed Bernstein of Nevada, and Brian
Schweitzer of Montana; Republican Presidential
candidate Gov. George W. Bush of Texas and Vice
Presidential candidate Dick Cheney; and Wayne
LaPierre, executive vice president, National Rifle
Association.

Remarks to the Association of Trial
Lawyers of America in Chicago
July 30, 2000

President Middleton, after your remarks,
if I had any sense, I wouldn’t say anything.
I’d just sit down. [Laughter] I want to thank
you, and thank you, Fred Baron, my longtime
friend, for inviting me here. There are so
many of you here that I’ve had the honor
of working with over the last 71⁄2 years, some-
times even longer.

I am proud of the fact that this organiza-
tion and its members have been standing up
for the rights of wronged and injured Ameri-
cans since 1946. Now, that was before we
had the EPA or the Consumer Product Safe-
ty Commission, the Occupational Safety and
Health Administration, or the Clean Air or
Clean Water Act. It’s important to remember
that those protections and many others were
written into the law after years of lawsuits
that highlighted the problems we faced and
wrongs that were done.

What is the lesson of all this? That the
public interest requires both reasonable ac-
cess to the courts and responsible action by
Congress. We have done what we could in
the last 71⁄2 years to move toward account-
ability in the courts on three issues—tobacco,
guns, and patients’ rights—and to keep the
American people’s availability of a civil jus-
tice system alive and well.

But only Congress can pass laws that will
hold tobacco companies, gun manufacturers,
and health plans accountable for the choices
they make and the consequences of those
choices. So I hope Congress will also help
us because I know that everybody in this
room agrees that an ounce of prevention in
law is worth a million dollars in curative law-
suits.

We’ve worked for 71⁄2 years now to protect
our children from the dangers of tobacco,
thanks in large measure to the leadership of
Vice President Gore, and Senator Dick
Durbin from Illinois, who has been with me
through much of this day. Now the Justice
Department is leading our efforts to get to-
bacco companies to repay the Government
for the costs of tobacco-related illnesses. But
the Supreme Court has told Congress the
ball is in its court. It must act to give FDA
tobacco regulations the force of law.

I have asked Congress to do that and to
support, not undermine, the Justice Depart-
ment’s lawsuit. I hope that the Congress, and
especially the Republicans in Congress, will
be able to break an addiction to the tobacco
lobby and meet their responsibilities to the
American people.

I am grateful beyond measure that the
crime rate has dropped in this country to a
25-year low, that gun crime is down by 35
percent over the last 71⁄2 years, but I don’t
think anybody in America believes that we’re
safe enough as a nation or that there’s not
more we can do—more we can to do to put
more police on the street in dangerous neigh-
borhoods; more we can do to keep our kids
off the streets in after-school programs, sum-
mer school programs, summer job programs,
mentoring programs; and more we can do
to keep guns out the hands of criminals and
children.

I’ve asked Congress to give us common-
sense gun legislation, measures to close the
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gun show loophole and the Brady back-
ground check law, to require child safety
locks for all handguns, to ban the importation
of large capacity ammunition clips. I’ve also
endorsed requiring people who buy hand-
guns to get a photo ID license, just like a
driver’s license, showing that you passed the
background check and you know how to use
the gun safely. So far, no action in Congress,
even on the first three measures.

We reached a historic agreement with the
Smith & Wesson company to build safer
guns, a truly astonishing step forward and a
brave thing for them to do. But the rest of
the industry and the gun lobby are trying to
destroy them for doing it, and they’re work-
ing hard to make sure that they can’t keep
up their end of the bargain.

I hope all of them will think again about
where their responsibility really lies. After all,
who honestly has an interest in selling a gun
to somebody with a criminal record? Who
has an interest in selling a gun that’s not pro-
tected when it will be put in some place
where a little child can find it and cause an
accidental death? I hope that we’ll see a
change in attitude there, too, and I hope the
American people will have the opportunity
to make their position on these matters crys-
tal clear in November.

Wherever I go, I heard heartbreaking sto-
ries about patients turned away from the
closest emergency room. The other day I was
in Missouri with the Governor of that State
who signed one of the strongest patients’ bill
of rights in the country at the State level,
and they still have about a million people in
their State who aren’t covered because of the
way the Federal law works.

And there was this emergency room nurse
speaking with us there—or it was an emer-
gency nurse who had been also an emergency
medical technician. It was a man who must
have weighed 225 pounds and looked like
he could bench-press me on a cold day. And
this big old burly guy got up and practically
started crying, talking about someone that he
had just seen die because they were not per-
mitted to go to the nearest emergency room.

I had a guy the other day tell me a story
about getting hit by a car and saying that
this health plan wouldn’t approve his going
to the nearest emergency room because he

hadn’t called for permission first. He said,
‘‘I was unconscious at the time. I didn’t know
how to make the phone call.’’ [Laughter]

Now, all of you know these are—if you
practice in this area, you know that this is
not just some set of isolated anecdotes. And
I believe that health care decisions should
be made by health care professionals. I be-
lieve people ought to be able to go to the
nearest emergency room. I don’t believe that
people should be forced to change physicians
in the middle of a treatment, whether it’s
chemotherapy or having a baby. And I think
if people get hurt, they ought to have the
right to seek redress in our courts. That’s
what the Patients’ Bill of Rights does.

Let me say, as I have said over and over
again, this is not a partisan issue. Survey after
survey after survey has shown that more than
70 percent of the American people, whether
they identify themselves as Republicans or
Democrats or independents, support the pas-
sage of a strong, enforceable Patients’ Bill
of Rights. This is not a partisan issue. This
is a special interest issue.

We passed with a bipartisan vote—a good
number of Republicans voted for a bill called
the Norwood-Dingel bill in the House of
Representatives, and I am profoundly grate-
ful to everyone who voted for that bill in both
parties. And then, in the Senate, we came
within a vote, really, of passing it. We lost
it 51–49, and if it had gotten 50 votes, then
the Vice President could have broken the tie.
And as he never tires of saying, whenever
he votes, we win. [Laughter] He always kids
me that he has a much better record of legis-
lative success than I do. He never loses.
Whenever he votes, we win.

And so I have some hope that we can do
this. But this is a huge deal, and it goes to
the core of what kind of people we are. And
I feel that I have the right to speak passion-
ately about this because I actually have al-
ways supported managed care in general. Let
me remind you of something.

Your president was telling you about what
things were like in 1992. In 1992, and for
several years before that, health care costs
had been going up at 3 times the rate of infla-
tion. We were then and are now spending
about 4 percent more of our national income,
which is a huge chunk of change, on health
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care than any other country in the world;
about 6 percent more than virtually all other
advanced countries—Canada is 4 percent
lower than we are—and yet we were the only
one that basically had tens of millions of peo-
ple without any health insurance.

So it was obvious that we needed to man-
age the system better because a lot of the
money was just getting away from us. Having
said that, you cannot allow the management
of the system to overcome its fundamental
purpose, which is to help people get healthy
or stay healthy or deal with them when
they’re injured or sick.

Let me just emphasize, I’ve talked to a lot
of people about this. I’ve talked to a lot of
nurses and doctors and people who work in
insurance companies. I’ve talked to the 14
representatives of the 14 HMO’s that en-
dorsed our Patients’ Bill of Rights, because
they desperately want to do this, but they
don’t want to be disadvantaged by having all
their competitors able to run off and leave
them and follow a different set of rules.

And the fundamental problem is, in a lot
of these cases, particularly on specialist care,
is that you have to go through three levels
before a final decision is made, and the peo-
ple at the first two levels know they’ll never
get in trouble for saying no. And whenever
you have a system where someone never gets
in trouble for saying no and not get in trouble
for saying yes, even if yes is plainly the right
answer, then there needs to be some way
people can get redress if they get hurt in
a system like that. That’s the issue. So a right
without a remedy is just a suggestion. And
I think we all know that.

So we’ve got to keep working. We might
get there this year. We’re chipping away at
it. If we turn one or maybe two to be safe
in the Senate, we’ll be home.

Now, let me just say one other thing. I
couldn’t appear before an audience of law-
yers without mentioning what I consider to
be another threat to our system of equal jus-
tice under law, and that is the Senate’s slow-
down in consideration and confirmation of
my nominees to our courts, especially to our
appellate courts.

The judges I have appointed have the
highest ratings the American Bar Association
has given out in 40 years. They are also the

most diverse group ever appointed to the
Federal bench. We’ve shattered the myth
that diversity and quality don’t go hand in
hand.

I also have bent over backwards not to ap-
point people just because I thought that
every single ruling would agree with me. And
I’ve probably appointed a person or two that
some of you didn’t like. But I’ve tried to find
mainstream judges that would follow the
Constitution and be faithful to the interest
of individual litigants who have rights under
the law and Constitution of the United States
and to be fair and balanced to both sides.
That’s what I have tried to do.

Now, it is, therefore—because of that
record, and there have been lots of legal anal-
yses by respected, totally nonpolitical writers
saying how I have changed the thrust of the
court appointments, especially appellate
court appointments, and my appointees are
far less ideological, one way or the other,
than those of the last two administrations.
Now, a blue ribbon panel, however, recently
found that during the 105th Congress, the
nominations of women and minorities tended
to take 2 months—2 months—longer to be
considered than those of white males, and
though they were just as qualified, according
to the ABA, they tended to be rejected twice
as often. I’ll give you just exhibit A. I’ve
talked about this all over America.

I nominated a man named Enrique
Moreno, a highly regarded trial lawyer from
El Paso, to the fifth circuit. The Texas State
judges said he was one of the three best trial
lawyers in the region. The ABA unanimously
rated him well-qualified. He had broad sup-
port from local law enforcement officials and
from local Republicans and Democrats.
Again, it was not a partisan issue. The guy
came up out of El Paso, went to Harvard,
made great grades, made something of him-
self. Everybody said he was qualified—every-
body except the two Senators from Texas
who said he wasn’t qualified, no matter what
the ABA said, no matter what the Texas State
judges said, no matter what the local Repub-
licans and Democrats said; he’s not qualified.
Nineteen years in practice isn’t enough to
qualify to make the kind of judgments they
have to make. And regrettably, none of the
other leading Republicans in Texas would
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even ask for him to have a hearing. And so
he sits in limbo.

Look at the fourth circuit in the southeast
United States. The largest percentage of
African-Americans in any Federal circuit are
in the fourth circuit; 25 percent of the judge-
ships are vacant. I’ve been trying for 7 years
to put an African-American on that court
because there has never been one in the dis-
trict with the largest number of African-
Americans in the entire country. I think it’s
wrong. And they have worked so hard to keep
me from doing it that they’re willing to tol-
erate a 25 percent vacancy rate.

Now, keep in mind I never sent anybody
up there that wasn’t qualified. We now have
two fine, well-qualified African-Americans
pending for that circuit, Judge James Wynn
of North Carolina and Roger Gregory of
Virginia. Neither has even gotten a hearing.

The Senate has 37 nominations before it
now, and 29 of those folks have never gotten
a hearing. Fifteen have been nominated to
fill empty seats that the U.S. courts consider
judicial emergencies, places where our legal
business simply isn’t being done; 13 of them,
including well-respected litigators like Dolly
Gee and first-rate jurists like Lagrome Davis,
have been waiting more than a year. Judge
Helene White has been waiting for 3 years.

Now, if we want our courts to function
properly, the Senate ought to vote these folks
up or down. If they don’t like them, vote
them down. But is the question, can they be
competent; will they run a fair and effective
court if there are criminal trials; will the civil
cases be tried promptly and fairly; do they
believe justice delayed is justice denied; or
is the problem that they are not sufficiently
ideologically predictable?

This is a big issue and a serious precedent.
We all want justice to be blind, but we know
when we have diversity in our courts, just
as in other aspects of our society, it sharpens
our vision and makes us a stronger nation.
That is a goal ATLA has always set.

Now, I was told that no President had ever
addressed the full ATLA convention before,
and since you were born in the same year
I was, I thought I’d show up. [Laughter] I
thank you from the bottom of my heart for
the kindness so many of you have shown me,
the support that so many of you have given

to our initiatives, to defending the civil courts
and defending the Constitution. This is a year
in which the American people will be given
a chance to chart the course of the future
for a long time to come. They’ll elect a new
President, a new Vice President, Senators,
and Members of Congress. In the course of
that, if all the predictions are true, they will
also be shaping a new Supreme Court be-
cause the next President, in all probability,
will make between two and four appoint-
ments to the Supreme Court. Choices will
be made and those choices will have con-
sequences.

I think it is very important that you make
up your mind what you think the choices are
and what the consequences will be, and that
you share them with others. The last time
a President, nearly as I can tell from my re-
search, talked to any ATLA group was when
President Johnson appeared before your
board of directors in 1964. And so I want
to tell you a little story about 1964 to empha-
size why I think this year is so important to
all of us as Americans.

In 1964 I graduated from high school, and
I, therefore, have a very clear recollection
of that year. All of us were still profoundly
sad over the death of President Kennedy, but
fundamentally optimistic. America was then
in the full flow of what was until now the
longest economic expansion in history. Viet-
nam had not yet blown up, and no one really
thought it would get as big as it did or claim
as many lives as it did or divide the country
the way it did.

There were—then we had about 10 years
of vigorous activism in civil rights, but most
people believed, given the White House and
the composition of the Congress, that the
civil rights problems of this country would
be solved in the Congress and in the courts,
not in the streets. And nearly everybody
thought the economy was on automatic, and
you couldn’t mess it up if you tried. We took
low unemployment and high growth and low
inflation for granted. And I was one of those
bright-eyed idealistic kids that felt just that
way.

Two years later we had riots in the streets.
Four years later, when I graduated from
Georgetown, it was 9 weeks after President
Johnson said he couldn’t run for President
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again because the country was so divided
over Vietnam, 8 weeks after Martin Luther
King was killed in Memphis, 2 days after
Senator Kennedy was killed in Los Angeles.
The next election had a different outcome.
Within a few months, the previous longest
economic expansion in history itself was his-
tory.

What’s the point of all this? I don’t know
when we’ll ever have a time like this again,
where we have so much economic prosperity
and all the social indicators from crime to
welfare to teen pregnancy, you name it,
they’re all going in the right direction; where
our country is in a position to be a force for
peace and freedom and decency from the
Middle East to Northern Ireland to the
Balkans to Africa and Latin America; where
we have the chance to build the future of
our dreams for our children and protect the
fundamental essence of American citizenship
and constitutional liberty, even as we build
a more united community amidst all of our
diversity.

And I’m old enough now to know that
nothing stays the same, and things change.
And I say this to you more as a citizen than
as a President, because I’m not a candidate
this year. But I think it is profoundly impor-
tant that the American people make up their
mind what to do with this moment—this
magic moment in our history. And I think
we will not ever forgive ourselves if we let
it get away from us.

In 1964, when LBJ came here, we let it
get away from us. But the problems were
deep and imponderable and difficult to move
away from—the problem of Vietnam and the
problem of civil rights. We are not burdened
to the extent that time was by anything of
that magnitude. But we know what’s coming
down the pike. We know we have to deal
with the retirement of the baby boomers. We
know we’re not giving every kid in this coun-
try a world-class education. We know that
we have not done what we should do in terms
of safe streets and health care. We know
we’re going to have to deal with the problems
of climate change. We know this explosion
in biotechnology that the human genome
project exemplifies will change things forever
and require us to rethink our whole notion
of health and retirement. We know that we

have responsibilities to people around the
world if we want Americans to do as well
as they can at home.

And at the core of it all is, what is our
fundamental notion about what it means to
be a citizen of this country, to have rights
in the courts and on the streets and in our
daily lives?—yes, but also to have responsibil-
ities to one another and to our country and
to the future.

I want you all to think about that. I’ve done
everything I knew to turn this country
around, to try to get things going in the right
direction. And now all the great stuff is still
out there just waiting for us to build a future
of our dreams for our kids. That’s all that
matters, not the politics, not the injuries, not
the hurts, not the barbs, not the bragging,
not the plaudits.

There’s an old Italian proverb that says,
‘‘After the game, the king and the pawn go
back into the same box.’’ It’s well to remem-
ber. All we really have is our common hu-
manity. But once in a great long while, we
get an unbelievable opportunity to make the
most of it. You’ve got it now, and I hope
you will.

Thank you, and God bless you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 3:25 p.m. at the
Hyatt Regency Hotel. In his remarks, he referred
to Richard H. Middleton, Jr., president, and Fred
Baron, president-elect, Association of Trial Law-
yers of America; and Gov. Mel Carnahan of Mis-
souri.

Statement on the Gun Buyback
Initiative
July 30, 2000

I am pleased that Secretary Cuomo and
the Department of Housing and Urban De-
velopment (HUD) are moving forward with
their successful gun buyback initiative. By
teaming up law enforcement, local authori-
ties, and citizens in the fight to reduce gun
violence, the HUD gun buyback program has
already helped remove over 17,000 guns
from our communities. Today’s announce-
ment that BuyBack America will continue
will ensure the removal of thousands more
guns, preventing an untold number of gun
accidents, suicides, and crimes. Despite
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HUD’s clear authority to carry out this im-
portant program, the gun lobby and other
opponents of commonsense gun safety meas-
ures continue to challenge this initiative. We
remain committed to carrying out BuyBack
America, and I call on HUD to continue to
offer this vital assistance to communities
seeking our support in addressing their local
gun violence problems.

HUD’s gun buybacks are an important
part of my administration’s comprehensive
strategy to reduce gun violence in America.
While we are making progress in this fight,
gun violence remains far too high. Congress
can do its part by finally passing the stalled
commonsense gun safety legislation to keep
guns out of the hands of criminals and chil-
dren and fully funding my $280 million gun
enforcement initiative to crack down on gun
criminals. Congress should put the public
safety interests of American families above
those of the gun lobby and support these ef-
forts instead of working to undermine them.
If we work together, we can continue to bring
down gun crime, reduce gun violence, and
save lives.

Remarks on Permanent Normal
Trade Relations With China in
Tampa, Florida
July 31, 2000

Thank you very much. First of all, let me
say that I’m delighted to be back in Florida.
I’m glad to be here with Jim Davis and my
longtime friends Bill Nelson and Buddy
MacKay, who is doing a wonderful job for
the United States as our Special Envoy to
the Americas. And he did spearhead the pas-
sage in the Congress earlier this year the Car-
ibbean Basin trade initiative, which is one
of the most important things Congress has
done this year. It is something I know that
will be of special benefit to Florida.

I want to just say a few words about this
China issue. First of all, it is part of an overall
strategy we have followed for almost 8 years
now. When I became President, it was obvi-
ous to me that to turn the economy around,
we had to do three things: we had to get
rid of the deficit and get interest rates down
and get investments up; we had to invest in

the new technologies of the future and in
the educational capacity of our people and
to create a whole network of lifetime learning
in America; and we had to expand trade.

Whether we like it or not, the economy
of every country will become increasingly
global, and we have to be in a position to
take advantage of it. A lot of people who
don’t agree with my position say that, well,
we’ve still got a big trade deficit. That’s true.
And the reason we do is because our econ-
omy has grown so much more rapidly than
that of our major trading partners. A 5-year
economic slowdown in Japan has contributed
to our trade deficit. The collapse of the other
Asian economies for a couple of years and
the problems that Russia had all contributed
to our trade deficit.

But if you look to the long-term future,
America has got—if we want to make things,
we’ve got to sell them to somebody. We have
4 percent of the world’s population and 22
percent of the world’s income. So it’s not
rocket science to figure out that if you’re
going to produce this much wealth, you’ve
got to sell it to somebody.

And so I believe that—we have now about
300 trade agreements we’ve negotiated over
8 years under the leadership of Charlene
Barshefsky and, before her, Mickey Kantor.
I think they’ve done a great job, and as I
said, Buddy MacKay has done a great job.
We have enjoyed strong support in a bipar-
tisan fashion from the Florida legislative del-
egation, and Senator Graham in particular
has been very helpful, and I’m grateful for
that.

But this China issue is something special
because it involves huge economics, but it
goes beyond economics. And I’d just like to
mention and make one or two points here.
The agreement basically is not like other
trade agreements. In all the other trade
agreements, they really are trade—we get to-
gether, and we swap out. You give them
something. They give you something, and
you work out the best deal you possibly can.
And not everybody’s happy, but you do it be-
cause you think there will be more good than
harm.

This is really a membership agreement,
and it’s important that it be understood as
that. That is, in order for China to get into
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the WTO, the members of the World Trad-
ing Organization have to agree that China
will get in on reasonable commercial terms.
So in order to do that, they have to start with
the world’s largest economy, the United
States, and we work out what the reasonable
terms would be.

Since we have a very large trade deficit
with China, which is typical for a country
that’s developing like that, their markets are
more closed to us than our markets are to
them. This agreement essentially involves
opening China’s markets for trade and for
investment to an extent that would have been
unimaginable even a year or a year-and-a-
half ago. Phosphate fertilizer will be affected;
citrus will be affected; automobiles and auto-
mobile parts and dealerships will be affected.
It’s all, in that sense, a one-way street in our
favor.

Now, China will also be able to sell more
things to us as it grows more economically
diverse and more powerful. So it’s a good
deal for them because they can modernize
their economy.

Beyond that, I have to tell you that, for
me, while keeping this prosperity going is
very important, and in some ways, and the
great underlying issue that the American
people have to decide in this election year,
and I think a big part of it is paying off the
debt, for example—we can be out of debt
in 12 years. And if we do it, interest rates
over the next decade will be at least a point
lower than they otherwise would be, and
that’s lower business loans, $250 billion in
lower home mortgage payments, $30 billion
in car payments, $15 billion in college loan
payments. I think that’s very important. But
this trade issue must be at the heart of that.

Beyond that, as important as all the eco-
nomics is, you should understand also that
this is a big national security issue for the
United States. In the last 50, 60 years, we
fought three wars with Asia. A lot of blood
was shed in World War II and Korea and
Vietnam. Now we look to the future, and we
don’t know what the next 50 years will hold.
And no one can guarantee the future, but
we know this, that if we’re trading with peo-
ple and working with them, there’s a lot bet-
ter chance that we will find peaceful ways
to work out whatever differences we have.

And the more China is involved in the global
economy, the global society, the more likely
it is to change and become more democratic,
to become more open, to become more
transparent, and to become a better partner
instead of a competitor with us in the Pacific
region, and a better neighbor to all the other
countries in that area.

So I really believe that there are lives at
stake here. I believe our futures’ at stake.
And I believe if we can—if you look at the
two largest countries in the world in popu-
lation, they are China and India. And the In-
dian subcontinent together actually has about
the same population as China. And if we
could affect a peaceful transition in both
those places that have greater trade at its core
and greater communications back and forth,
the world would be a very different place
in the next 50 years and a much better place
for all of our children.

So I want to tell you all, although I know
your interest, properly, is in the benefits that
will flow directly to your activities in this
State and in this region, the truth is it’s bigger
than all that. And it’s about what kind of fu-
ture our kids and our grandkids are going
to have.

I just want to make one last point, a very
practical one. Jim Davis was appropriately
modest, but the truth is we had to fight like
the devil to get things in the House. And
we carried—and we had a pretty good vote,
as it turned out. But it was a very, very hard
fight. And it was a harder fight for members
of our party. And he showed great courage
and great leadership, and you should be very
grateful to him because he really stuck it out
there. He was very strong, unambiguous, say-
ing we should do this, and it’s the right thing
for our country. And I’m really proud of him
for doing it.

Here’s the practical issue. We got this bill
through the House in a timely fashion. I had
very much hoped that we would pass it
through the Senate, where it’s an easier bill
to pass. We’ve got way more votes than we
need to pass it. But we couldn’t get it through
all the procedural and substantive business
of the Senate before the Fourth of July and
then before the August recess. That means
that we have to pass it early in September,
as soon as they come back, after both parties
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have their conventions and the August recess
is over.

We had a very encouraging vote on proce-
dure that got over 80 votes in the Senate,
basically to take it up early. But it is abso-
lutely imperative that this bill be voted in
early September. The longer they take to
vote on it, the more likely it could be caught
up in procedural wrangling in the Senate.
The people who are against the bill, and
there are people in both parties that are
against the bill, interestingly, though they
tend to be, ironically, the most conservative
members of the Republican caucus and the
most liberal members of the Democratic cau-
cus.

But the Senate is set up—the Senate is
set up and was set up by the Founders to
slow things down. And one Member can
cause a world of trouble if there are a whole
lot of other things going on at the same time.
So this is not a done deal. We had 60 people
who—I think there are probably 70 Senators
for this. And I know that it may be hard for
you to imagine that if that’s the case that we
would have some trouble bringing this up in
early September. But in fact, it is true.

I am very grateful to Senator Lott, the Re-
publican leader in the Senate, the majority
leader, for his amendment to bring this up
in early September. This is really an Amer-
ican issue. This should not be a partisan
issue. It is a very important economic and
a national security issue.

But one of the things that I hope to come
out at this meeting is that either as an organi-
zation or individually, you will make it clear
both to your Senators, Senator Mack and
Senator Graham, but also insofar as you can
to the Senate hierarchy, that it is imperative
that this be brought up early. The Senate—
the Democratic leader, Senator Daschle, is
also strongly in support of what we’re doing.

But the only worry I have now is that with
all the business they still have to do, with
all the budgetary issues, and the controversy
that inevitably attends the closing weeks of
a congressional session in an election year,
something procedural could happen that
would delay this, and you just don’t know
what’s going to happen. And I can tell you
that it is profoundly important to our country.

So anything you can do to make your
voices heard as ordinary Americans on behalf
of voting this quickly in September, that’s the
key. If they vote it early in September, it will
pass quick, and we will have a better future.

Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President spoke at 11:07 a.m. at the
Airport Hilton. In his remarks, he referred to Bill
Nelson, Democratic candidate for U.S. Senate
from Florida; and former U.S. Trade Representa-
tive Michael (Mickey) Kantor. The President’s re-
marks were part of the ‘‘China: Florida’s New
Market of Opportunity’’ program. A tape was not
available for verification of the content of these
remarks.

Remarks at the David Barksdale
Senior Center in Tampa
July 31, 2000

Thank you very much. Well, Sylvia made
a better speech than I can for this program.
[Laughter] Let’s give her another hand.
Didn’t she do a great job? [Applause]

Paul Herrera, thank you and the Barksdale
Senior Golden Age Club for welcoming me
here. I’m delighted to be here. And thank
all of you for coming out.

I want to thank Bill Nelson, your insurance
commissioner, for joining me here and for
the work he’s done to protect Florida seniors
from insurance fraud, and also the work he’s
done to help enroll children in the Children’s
Health Insurance Program. I thank him for
that.

Mayor Greco, it’s good to be back in your
great city. I love it here. I’d also like to ac-
knowledge the presence in the audience of
your former Lieutenant Governor, now our
Special Envoy to Latin America, Buddy
MacKay. Thank you for being here.

This center was founded in 1942. It was
then a place where Army and Air Force per-
sonnel could enjoy it during off-duty hours.
While the uses of the Barksdale Center have
changed over the years, the purpose hasn’t.
It still serves those who served our Nation,
in uniform and in so many other ways. As
Paul Herrera has said, the Barksdale Center
has become a second home for many of Tam-
pa’s seniors and disabled citizens, a place to
take music classes, to learn the two-step—
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maybe I’m not too old to learn that—to get
a nutritious meal, and a bedrock of security,
a place you can all rely on in good times and
bad. I appreciate the work that is done here.

For our Nation, these are good times, re-
markably good times, virtually without prece-
dent in the history of America. Like the rest
of America, Florida is on the move. When
I came to Tampa as a candidate in 1992, the
unemployment rate was over 7 percent;
today, it’s 2.7 percent. The Nation has cre-
ated over 22 million jobs, with the lowest un-
employment rate in 30 years, the longest eco-
nomic expansion in history, with record defi-
cits turned into record surpluses.

The question before the American people,
as the Congress deliberates and as the voters
deliberate, is, what are we going to do with
this magic moment of prosperity? What is
the best use of it? Will we think about short-
term gains or will we think about what we
should do for our country over the long run
for people of all ages, all races, and all back-
grounds and all income groups. I believe one
of the most important things we can do with
our prosperity is to strengthen Medicare by
adding a prescription drug benefit.

Thirty-five years ago, when President
Johnson signed Medicare into law, he cre-
ated a cornerstone upon which generations
of Americans could safely rest. Since then,
Medicare has been a remarkable success and
a solid guarantee. Before Medicare, more
than half of our seniors had no health care
coverage at all. Serious illness often wiped
away in an instant all the savings families had
put away over a lifetime of hard work.

Today, nearly every senior has the security
of basic health coverage. Poverty among el-
derly has fallen dramatically as a result, and
Americans over 65 have the highest life ex-
pectancy of all the world’s seniors. Any
American who lives to be 65 today has a life
expectancy in excess of 82 years. People over
80 are the fastest growing group of people
in America in percentage terms. I hope to
be one of them one of these days. [Laughter]
Yet, for all its success, as Bill Nelson made
clear, Medicare simply has not kept pace
with the growing miracles of modern medi-
cine.

The Medicare law was created at a time
when patients’ lives were more often saved

by a surgeon’s scalpel than by pharma-
ceuticals, when many of the lifesaving drugs
we now take for granted did not even exist,
indeed, were not even thought of. Prescrip-
tion drugs today can accomplish what once
was done through expensive surgery, and no
one—if we were creating the Medicare pro-
gram today, starting from scratch, it would
not even occur to anyone to create a Medi-
care program without a prescription drug
benefit.

Adding a voluntary prescription drug ben-
efit is the right thing to do, but it’s also, medi-
cally, the smart thing to do. Today, fully half
of Medicare beneficiaries don’t have pre-
scription drug coverage for part or all of the
year. And the cost of prescription drugs is
taking too big a bite out of the fixed incomes
of too many seniors and people with disabil-
ities. You heard that today in the remarks
that were made before I came up here, in
ways more eloquent than I could possibly ex-
press.

Sylvia’s story, however, is not unique to
her. I’ll bet it’s repeated among a lot of you
in this audience, and I can promise you all
across America, there are millions and mil-
lions and millions just like her. Too many
people literally are forced to choose on a
weekly basis between filling their prescrip-
tions and filling their grocery carts.

A Family USA report released today shows
that the cost of prescription drugs is con-
tinuing to increase. According to this report,
older Americans now pay an average of more
than $1,200 a year for prescription drugs, up
from $559 in 1992. The amount is projected
to increase to more than—listen to this—
$2,800 over the next decade. Here in Florida,
hundreds of thousands of seniors lack the
benefits of dependable prescription drug
coverage. Thousands of others try to get cov-
erage through private Medigap insurance
plans and managed care. Some have suc-
ceeded only to be dropped later by their pri-
vate care plans and left with nothing more
than an empty medicine chest.

In fact, just this year, nearly a million
Medicare beneficiaries around America,
more than 85,000 in Florida alone, were
dropped by their managed care plans. For
most seniors, that leaves only one alternative
to drug coverage: They can buy into a private
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Medigap plan, which can cost hundreds of
dollars a month for a benefit with a $250
deductible and no protections against cata-
strophic drug costs.

Now, most of us tend to think of Medicare
beneficiaries as seniors, but in fact, 5 million
of them are people with disabilities under
the age of 65. A quarter million of them live
right here in Florida, too. As difficult as it
is for seniors to get affordable and depend-
able prescription drugs, it’s an even greater
challenge for Americans with disabilities.

Today I’m releasing another report that
documents how Medicare beneficiaries with
disabilities are in poor health, require more
prescriptions, and are less likely to have pri-
vate prescription drug coverage. The report
also shows that people with disabilities pur-
chased 40 percent more drugs than the typ-
ical Medicare beneficiary. And like seniors
who lack drug coverage, they, too, pay more
for the drugs they do get.

On average, Medicare beneficiaries with
disabilities who lack coverage spend 50 per-
cent more out of pocket for 50 percent fewer
prescriptions than those who have coverage.
Let me say that again. People without cov-
erage spend 50 percent more out of pocket
for 50 percent fewer prescriptions than those
who have coverage. These drugs aren’t only
lifesaving; they can help people with disabil-
ities return to work and make even greater
contributions to their communities, people
like Patricia Fell, over here to my right who
came up with me on the stage, from Clear-
water. She suffers every day from a very pain-
ful hip condition. She has been a foster moth-
er—listen to this—to 87 children. And her
daughter is here with us today, and we wel-
come her.

She uses her disability check to pay her
$4,300 annual prescription drug bill. She
would work full-time, but if she did, she’d
lose her disability check. That’s what pays for
the prescription drugs she desperately needs.
She told me that this is continuing to be an
agonizing choice for her.

Now, people like her, who have done their
part for our country and done way more than
most people have to help children in need,
shouldn’t have to make a choice between
health and work. A Medicare drug benefit
would give Pat the chance to be as healthy,

active, and productive as she could possibly
be.

That’s why I have proposed a plan to pro-
vide a Medicare prescription drug benefit
that is voluntary and accessible to all seniors
and all Americans with disabilities; a plan
that ensures that all older Americans and
other eligible Americans with disabilities, no
matter where they live or how sick they are,
will pay the same affordable $25 a month
premium; a plan that uses price competition,
not price controls, to give seniors and people
with disabilities the best price as possible;
a plan that would cover catastrophic drug
costs; a plan that provides beneficiaries the
prescriptions they need at the pharmacies
they trust; a plan that is part of an overall
effort to strengthen and modernize Medicare
and lengthen its life so that we will not have
to ask our children to shoulder the burden
of the baby boom generation when we retire.

Now, in response, the Republican majority
in Congress has passed a private insurance
plan that many seniors and people with dis-
abilities simply will not be able to afford. You
see that already with the Medigap plan. It
won’t offer affordable and accessible cov-
erage to all seniors. It relies on a trickle-down
scheme that provides a subsidy for insurers
but not a single dollar for middle class seniors
and people with disabilities. And let me say
this: Over half the seniors and people with
disabilities who lack affordable insurance
coverage today have incomes above 150 per-
cent of the poverty line, which is about
$12,600 for an individual senior, about
$16,600 for a couple.

Now, I’m President; I’m not supposed to
say it’s a bunch of baloney, like Sylvia did.
[Laughter] But you might be surprised to
know who agrees with her—the insurance
companies, themselves. Even the insurance
companies concede that a Medigap insur-
ance model will not work for prescription
drug coverage. This is very, very important.

Here’s what one insurance company had
to say, and I quote, ‘‘Private, stand-alone pre-
scription drug coverage will not work. Such
coverage would constitute an empty promise
to Medicare beneficiaries.’’ Insurance com-
panies are refusing to participate in such a
program. The State of Nevada tried to imple-
ment a private insurance model quite similar

VerDate 11-MAY-2000 02:08 Aug 09, 2000 Jkt 010199 PO 00000 Frm 00038 Fmt 1244 Sfmt 1244 W:\DISC\PD07AU00.000 ATX006 PsN: ATX006



1759Administration of William J. Clinton, 2000 / July 31

to the Republican plan which passed through
Congress. They could not find one single
qualified insurance company even willing to
offer the coverage, because they knew it
couldn’t be done at an affordable rate, and
they didn’t want to be accused of perpe-
trating a fraud on the seniors in the State.

It’s clear that this plan that passed with
the votes of the Republican majority is basi-
cally designed for the pharmaceutical compa-
nies who make the drugs, not the seniors who
take them. Now, why would they do that?
Because they believe that if we have a Medi-
care program, we will be able to buy these
pharmaceuticals in bulk and get you a better
price and because charging higher prices for
Americans recovers all the research costs of
these drugs, and that enables them to sell
the drugs for a profit at much lower prices
in other countries, which is why I’m sure
you’ve seen all these stories about people tak-
ing buses to Canada to buy their drugs. Un-
fortunately, Florida is nowhere near North
Dakota, so that’s not an option for most of
you. [Laughter] But that’s what’s going on
here. And it’s unbelievable to me.

What are we going to do with our pros-
perity? This week—and you may hear if you
turn on the television, the Republicans when
they meet in Philadelphia in convention talk-
ing about all their tax cut bills and how won-
derful they’d be for you. But what they don’t
say is that if you take all their tax cut pro-
posals in total, it spends the entire projected
surplus of the country for the next 10 years.
Congressman Davis just came in, your Con-
gressman—he was nodding his head. So I
want to acknowledge you. Thank you for
being here, sir.

They spent—you know, they’re trying to
put the heat on him. They’re trying to say,
‘‘Well, people in Tampa ought to be mad at
him. He’s not voting for all these tax cuts.
Aren’t they good?’’ It kind of reminds me
of going to a cafeteria. When I go to a cafe-
teria, everything I see looks good. [Laughter]
But if I eat it all, I’ll get sick. [Laughter]

Now, that’s what’s going on here. So they
talk about all these wonderful tax cuts. If they
become the law, there will be nothing left
from the projected surplus for a Medicare
prescription drug benefit, nothing left to
lengthen the life of Social Security and Medi-

care, so when the baby boomers retire we
don’t break our kids and our grandkids, noth-
ing left to invest in the education of our chil-
dren.

There’s something else I’d like to say that
all of you can probably identify with. This
is a projected surplus. This is what we think
we’ll get over the next 10 years. Did you ever
get one of those letters from Ed McMahon?
[Laughter] You know, it probably said, ‘‘You
may have won $10 million.’’ Did you ever
get one? ‘‘You may have won $10 million.’’
Now, if you went out and spent the $10 mil-
lion the next day, you should support their
plan. [Laughter] But, if not, you ought to
think again there.

When you cut these taxes, the money’s
gone. And I think it’s wrong to spend it all.
Just this week, we released a report that
showed that one of their spending proposals,
the total repeal of the estate tax, would ben-
efit only 4,300 families in Florida, with an
average tax cut of $434,000. Now, I think
there ought to be some changes in the estate
tax. I think the rate’s too high. I think too
many family businesses are burdened by it.
And I’m all for changing it. I’ve offered to
change it. But to completely repeal it without
taking account of the need here for prescrip-
tion drugs is a big mistake.

While 4,300 families in Florida would ben-
efit from the estate tax repeal, the Medicare
prescription drug benefit would provide af-
fordable coverage to more than 2.7 million
seniors and people with disabilities in Flor-
ida. Their average income is $18,600.

Even by Congress’s own optimistic efforts,
I will say again, these tax bills leave nothing
for Medicare, for lengthening the life of So-
cial Security, and for the drug program, or
for education for our children, plus which,
they’d make it impossible for us to pay this
country out of debt by 2012. One of the
things I’ve been trying to do is get us out
of debt. We quadrupled the debt of the coun-
try in the 12 years before I took office, and
we’re trying to get rid of it. If we get rid
of it, interest rates will be lower; incomes
will be higher; people will pay less for home
mortgages—$250 billion over 10 years, by
our estimates—less for car loans, less for col-
lege loans. That’s the equivalent of a big tax
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cut, lower interest rates. So I think this is
very, very important.

Now, there is a better way. The budget
that I gave the Congress continues our fiscal
discipline. It would get us out of debt by
2012, for the first time since 1835, and it
would put us in great shape for the 21st cen-
tury. It would extend the life of the Social
Security Trust Fund by more than 50 years.
It would extend the life of Medicare by over
30 years. Medicare was supposed to go broke
last year when I took office.

It provides, believe it or not, tax cuts—
affordable tax cuts—to help people send
their kids to college, pay for long-term care
for the elderly and disabled—a big deal—
pay for child care, pay for retirement savings,
allow people between the ages of 55 and 65
to buy into Medicare and give them a tax
benefit to do so, because so many of them
have lost their insurance, and provide mar-
riage penalty tax relief. And believe it or not,
our plan only costs one-fourth as much as
theirs does, but it would provide more bene-
fits to 80 percent of the people.

So there is a way to have a tax cut here
and have the money to pay for the Medicare
prescription drug program, to lengthen the
life of Medicare and Social Security, to invest
in the education of our children. And believe
it or not, I still leave a lot of this projected
surplus alone, in my budget, in case it doesn’t
materialize, or in case it does materialize, the
next President and the next Congress can
make a judgment about what to do with it.
I just don’t believe in spending all this money
before it comes in. We’ve tried it before, and
it didn’t work out too well.

So I hope that all of you will raise your
voices. This is not a partisan political issue
in America. When you go to the pharmacist
to fill a prescription, nobody asks you wheth-
er you voted Republican or Democrat for the
last 40 years. Nobody asks whether you vote
at all. You’re just a person, and you need
the medicine. It should not be a partisan po-
litical issue in Washington. We have the
money. We can do it, provide a tax cut, invest
in our children, and still get the country out
of debt. All we have to do is decide what
our priorities are, how much we care about
it, how much people like the people on this

stage and in this room matter to us, and what
kind of America we want to live in.

So I ask you all, because it’s not a partisan
issue out here, do what you can with your
Senators and your Representatives. Raise
your voices. Tell them it shouldn’t be a par-
tisan issue in Washington. You’ve got a lot
of lives depending on it. And it’s only going
to become more and more important.

You know, we’re on the verge of break-
throughs for Parkinson’s, for various kinds of
cancers, with the Human Genome Project,
which I’m sure you read about. We’ve now
sequenced the human gene in its entirety.
It won’t be long; in the next 10 years, it’s
going to take your breath away what we learn
how to correct in terms of human health
problems.

I believe that these young children here
will, themselves, have children that will have
a life expectancy at birth in excess of 90 years.
But if we want to do this—this is a high-
class problem—I believe people with disabil-
ities will find ways to remedy a lot of the
disabilities, and they will be able to live
longer and better lives and have more op-
tions. But all of that will require us to rely
more heavily on medicine—not less, more.

We have put this off long enough. We fi-
nally have the money to do it. And I think,
as a country, we’re morally obligated to do
it. So I ask you to raise your voices. Stick
with us. Let’s keep working on it until we
get it done.

Thank you, and God bless you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 12 p.m. in the activ-
ity room. In his remarks, he referred to Paul
Herrera, president, Barksdale Center Golden Age
Club; Bill Nelson, Democratic candidate for U.S.
Senate from Florida; Mayor Dick A. Greco of
Tampa; senior citizen Sylvia Kessler, who intro-
duced the President; and Ed McMahon, spokes-
person, Publishers’ Clearinghouse Sweepstakes.

Remarks at a Democratic Senatorial
Campaign Committee Luncheon in
Tampa

July 31, 2000

Thank you very much. Ladies and gentle-
men, thank you for your warm welcome, and
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I want to thank Bill Nelson for his introduc-
tion. It’s amazing how, if you’ve sort of got
one leg in the political grave, people think
you’re doing a better job. [Laughter] Let me
say how delighted I am to be here.

I remember well the first time I came to
a fundraiser in Tampa in 1992 early, early,
early, early. Some of you were there then.
And I particularly appreciate it because at
that time, my mother was the only voting
American who thought I could win. [Laugh-
ter] And a lot of things have happened in
the last 8 years and some odd months, and
I have been very honored to serve. And I
thank you all for coming today.

I first want to acknowledge Congressman
Jim Davis. He’s doing a wonderful job for
you in the House, and he’s a real treasure.
He’s been a stand-up guy. And for someone
without a lot of seniority, he has both had
a big impact, and he’s been willing to cast
brave votes, and I’m very grateful to him.
And even though the light is blinding my
weakening eyes, I think I see Sam Gibbons
out there. And I thank you, sir.

I want to thank Mayor Greco for his warm
welcome. I have loved my visits with him
here. I’m like Jim, I like to see a person who
likes his job. If there’s anything I can’t stand
it’s to hear somebody in public office com-
plain. You know, nobody makes us take these
jobs. You’ve got to work like crazy to get
them, and as soon as you give one up, some-
body else wants it. [Laughter] So he never
made any pretense of the fact that he loves
this city, and he loves his job, and he’s been
a dream to work with.

I’d like to thank Ben Hill Griffin and Chris
Hoyer and Jim Wilkes for chairing this event
and for harassing the rest of you to give
money to it. [Laughter] I’d like to thank
Buddy MacKay for coming over here with
me today and for the brilliant job he’s doing
as our Envoy to the Americas, and the leader-
ship that he showed in passing our trade bill
on the Caribbean Basin earlier this year. We
can be very proud of that.

I thank the other people here who are run-
ning for Congress. We just need five more
seats to win the House, and maybe we saw
a couple of them here today. And I thank
Bob Poe for chairing the Democratic Party

here. This is going to be a good State, I think,
for us in November if we do the right things.

Most important of all, though, I want to
say that I’m honored to be here for Bill
Nelson. I’ve known Bill for, I don’t know,
years and years and years, a long time. And
he and Grace have been friends of Hillary
and mine for years. They and their children
came to the White House and stayed with
us one night. And we stayed up later than
we should have, talking. And we’ve had the
opportunity over the years at various encoun-
ters to get to know one another, and I think
the world of both of them. And I think that
we need more people like them in Wash-
ington, people who are civil and decent and
reasonable and caring, and not just in elec-
tion season, not just as a part of a marketing
strategy but because they think it’s the right
thing to do. And he’s been an absolutely su-
perb insurance commissioner, and he would
be a superb United States Senator.

Let me say to all of you, it has been the
great—obviously—the great honor of my life
to serve as President. I can’t believe all the
time that’s passed. When I ran for President,
I did so against all the odds, when no one
thought I could win, because I believed the
country was going in the wrong direction and
was coming apart when it ought to be coming
together. And I thought that the Washington
political system was never going to serve
America well unless it got shaken up and
changed.

And if we have had some measure of suc-
cess up there, I think in no small degree it’s
because Al Gore and I went up there with
a set of ideas for specific things we wanted
to do, rooted in the values of creating oppor-
tunity for every responsible American and
creating a community in which all Americans
feel a part, in a world where we’re still the
leading force for peace and freedom and
prosperity.

Now, even though we faced intense par-
tisan opposition at almost every turn of the
road, it turned out the ideas worked pretty
well for America. You know, when I passed
the economic plan in 1993, without a vote
to spare, only Democrats voting for it, to
bring the deficit down, Al Gore breaking the
tie vote in the Senate. As he says, his record
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since we’ve been there is a lot better than
mine; whenever he votes, we win. [Laughter]

I remember how our friends in the Repub-
lican Party said, oh, it would be the end of
civilization as we knew it. My terrible, ter-
rible economic program was going to bank-
rupt the country. It was going to weaken the
economy. We’d have a terrible recession.
The deficit would get worse. This was from
a crowd that had quadrupled the debt of the
country in 12 years, telling me how bad I
was. And then, lo and behold, it didn’t work
out the way they said it would.

By the time we got ready to pass the bipar-
tisan balanced budget amendment in ’97 all
the hard work had been done. And we got
more than two-thirds of both parties in both
Houses to vote for that. And now we’ve had,
as all of you know, the longest economic ex-
pansion in history. That’s given us over 22
million new jobs and the lowest unemploy-
ment rate in 30 years, and the highest home-
ownership in history, and greater social jus-
tice—lowest child poverty rate in 20 years,
lowest minority unemployment rate ever re-
corded, the lowest female unemployment
rate in 40 years, the lowest rate of single-
parent household poverty in 46 years. So
we’re moving in the right direction. This
thing is going as it should.

But the big question in this election is,
what do we propose to do with our pros-
perity? That is the big issue. And I think that,
as Bill Nelson goes out across this State be-
tween now and November, whether he wins
or not—and I believe he will—depends in
no small measure on what people believe the
election’s about. You might ask yourself just
quietly, what do you think it’s about? The
only trouble we’ve got in this election right
now, anywhere in America, is the confusion
that exists about what the differences are be-
tween the candidates for President, Senate,
Congress, and the two parties.

There was a big story in one of our major
national newspapers the other day; the
American people are not sure there’s much
difference in economic policy. A big story in
one of the other newspapers about 4 days
ago about an interview system with a lot of
suburban women who wanted more gun safe-
ty legislation had no earthly idea what the
difference between the two candidates was.

And I say that because I think there are
three things you need to know about this
election. One is, it’s a huge, profoundly im-
portant election, just as important as the
election in 1992. Why? Because what a coun-
try does with its prosperity is just as stern
a test of its judgment, its values, and its char-
acter as what it does with adversity. You
didn’t have to be a genius to know we had
to do something different in ’92.

I’ll never forget when Hillary gave me that
little saying that somebody gave us that said
the definition of insanity is doing the same
thing over and over again and expecting a
different result. [Laughter] So you didn’t
have to be a genius to figure out we had to
change.

So now we are at the time in our history,
maybe unique in our history, when we had
this unique combination of enormous eco-
nomic prosperity, improving social progress,
welfare rolls cut in half, crime at a 25-year
low, teen pregnancy down, every social indi-
cator going in the right direction. And we
don’t have a domestic crisis or a foreign
threat sufficiently grave to distract us. What
are we going to do about it? That’s a big
issue.

The second thing you need to know about
the election is that there are big differences.
And the decisions the voters make in all these
races will have significant consequences in
how we live our lives and what we do with
our prosperity and what kind of people we
are.

And then the third thing you need to know
is that in this election year only the Demo-
crats want you to know what the differences
are—[laughter]—which is a pretty good indi-
cator of who you ought to vote for.

Now, what do I mean by that? Well, on
our side, led by Vice President Gore, we’ve
got a group of men and women who want
to keep our prosperity going by getting this
country out of debt, continuing to invest in
education and in the future of our economy,
having affordable tax cuts, and providing
drug coverage for our seniors on Medicare.

On their side, their main argument, as near
as I can tell is, ‘‘We want to be inclusive and
compassionate and spend the whole surplus
on tax cuts, but be nice about it while we’re
doing it.’’ And actually, their argument is
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easier to sell than ours. Their argument is,
‘‘Hey, this is your money. We’re going to give
it back to you. Wouldn’t you like to have it?’’

Now, then there are all these issues they
don’t talk about. So what I would like to tell
you is what I honestly believe the differences
are because I want you to share them with
your friends and neighbors who would never
come here. But it’s very important. No point
in having an election if the people don’t know
what the differences are and don’t under-
stand what the consequences are. And I’ll
just start with the economy.

Their side says, ‘‘We’ve got this big pro-
jected surplus, and we’re going to give it back
to you in tax cuts.’’ And, as I said earlier
today, every one of these tax cuts sounds
good. And they’re doing it—they’re smarter
this year—this year’s tax cut—last year was
just one big, omnibus bill. This year, they’re
doing it salami style, passing a little along
so they all sound good. But when you add
them all up, and especially you put the new
ones they’re committing to in Philadelphia,
it’s the entire proposed surplus. So every one
of them looks good, but it’s kind of like going
to a cafeteria. Every time I go to a cafeteria,
everything I see looks good. But if I eat it
all, I’ll get sick. Think about it.

So that’s their position. Their economic
policy is, ‘‘Let’s do what we did before, Who
cares if we go back to deficits?’’ And they’ll
spend it all on tax cuts before they even keep
their own spending promises. Never mind
what emergencies come up. Our position is
different. It is, ‘‘Hey, let’s remember how we
got to this dance today. We got here by get-
ting rid of this deficit, getting interest rates
down, getting it where people could invest
and grow the economy. So let’s keep paying
down the debt, save some money back to in-
vest in education and to lengthen the life of
Medicare and Social Security, so when the
baby boomers retire they don’t bankrupt
their kids, and provide a prescription drug
benefit for seniors on Medicare. Let’s have
a tax cut and focus it on paying for long-
term care, for college, for child care, helping
working people with a lot of kids, and helping
people with their retirement. Ours costs 25
percent of what theirs does and does way
more good for 80 percent of the people.’’

And then we say, ‘‘Then let’s save several
hundred billion dollars of this projected sur-
plus and let the next President and the next
Congress decide what to do over the next
several years as we see whether the money
comes in.’’ Now, this—I can hardly tell you
how important this is.

We’ve worked really hard to get this coun-
try turned around, to get this economy going.
And their position is, ‘‘Let’s spend all the pro-
jected surplus.’’ Did you ever get one of
those letters in the mail from Ed McMahon,
you know, from the Publishers’ Clearing-
house? ‘‘You may have won $10 million.’’
[Laughter] Did you go out and spend that
$10 million the next day? [Laughter] If you
did, you should support them in this election.
[Laughter] But if you didn’t, you’d better
stick with us. If you want to live like a Repub-
lican, you’ve got to vote for the Democrats
this year. [Laughter] This is important. This
is a big deal.

Now, the second issue, education—what’s
our program? Our program is that we should
take the limited Federal dollars we have and
spend it on more teachers in the classrooms,
training those teachers better, modernizing
and repairing schools—because you know
here in Florida how many schools you have—
right here in Tampa, I’ve been to a school,
a high school right here in Tampa, just full
of housetrailers behind, in back. We need
to help deal with this issue.

We want to help people go to college. And
we want to say to schools all over America,
school districts, ‘‘You’ve got to turn these
schools around or shut them down. No more
failing schools.’’

Now, here’s the good news: Student per-
formance is going up. All over America fail-
ing schools are turning around. I was in Span-
ish Harlem in New York City the other day,
in a school that 2 years ago had 80 percent
of its kids—listen to this, now—80 percent
doing English and math below grade level—
2 years ago. Today, 74 percent of them are
doing English and math at or above grade
level, in 2 years.

I’ve been in schools in Columbus, Ohio,
and rural Kentucky, all over America that
were failing that are turned around, without
regard to the racial or economic backgrounds
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of the kids in the school. We know how to
do it. That’s our position.

Their position is: The Federal money in-
vestment in education should be spent on
block grants and vouchers. I think we’re
right. You have to decide. But we have some
evidence that our plan works. And in the
economy, we’ve sure got all the evidence we
need. All you’ve got to do—we tried it their
way for 12 years and our way for 8 years.
Compare our 8 years to their 12 and make
up your mind.

In crime, let’s talk about that. Our position
is: More police on the street, do more to keep
guns out of the hands of criminals and kids.
And they said when I signed the Brady bill
and the assault weapons ban—they terrified
all these hunters and said I was going to take
their guns away and how awful it was. I heard
all that stuff all over America. It’s one of the
reasons we lost the House in 1994. When
I went back to New Hampshire in 1996,
where they beat one of those Congressmen,
I said, ‘‘You know, you guys beat your Demo-
cratic Congressman up here because he
voted for my crime bill. And if a person in
this audience’’—and I got all these hunters
together—I said, ‘‘If one of you missed a day
in the deer woods, I want you to vote against
me, too, because he did it for me. But if you
didn’t miss a day in the deer woods, they
didn’t tell you the truth, and you need to
get even.’’ And our margin of victory in New
Hampshire went up by 12 percent in 4 years.
[Laughter]

This country has a lower crime rate than
we’ve had in 25 years. Gun crime has gone
down by 35 percent. So what do we say? We
say, ‘‘Let’s put more police on the street in
the high crime neighborhoods. Let’s close
the gun show loophole in the background
check law’’—which you voted to do in Flor-
ida, overwhelmingly—‘‘have mandatory child
safety locks, and stop importing these large
capacity ammunition clips which allow the
manufacturers to get around the assault
weapons ban.’’ That’s what we say.

What do they say? Throw the book at any-
body that violates the law and have more
people carrying concealed weapons, even in
church. Now, you have to decide which side
you agree with. But it’s not like you don’t
have any evidence here. We tried it our way,

and we tried it their way. And crime goes
down more our way.

Now, the third thing I would like to say
something about is health care. I said, we’re
for adding a voluntary prescription drug ben-
efit to Medicare. They are for making people
buy private insurance and subsidizing it for
people up to 150 percent of the poverty line.
The only problem with their program is, even
the insurance companies say there is no way
to have stand-alone health insurance for pre-
scription drugs.

Nevada passed a program just like the ones
the Republicans in Congress passed, and not
a single, solitary insurance company would
offer the drugs because it won’t work, and
they didn’t want to participate in a fraud.
Now, this is a huge deal in Florida, but it’s
a big deal all over America for the elderly,
the disabled.

Our program is for the drug users; theirs
is for the drug makers. It is not a complicated
thing. You just have to decide how important
this is and whether you’re willing to pay the
price of our seniors never getting it if you
don’t support the Democrats. And you need
to go tell people in Florida. We’re for a Pa-
tients’ Bill of Rights, and they’re not.

Let’s take the environment. I’ve worked
real hard here on a program that would bal-
ance all the interests to save the Florida Ev-
erglades. I’m really proud of it. The Vice
President worked hard on it. We really have
labored to try to support you in what you’re
doing in Florida. And we saved a lot of
Yellowstone Park from a gold mine, and we
set aside more land in perpetuity in the lower
48 States than any administration in history
except those of the two Roosevelts. And we
proved, I think, that you could have cleaner
air, cleaner water, and safer food and still
have a stronger economy, because we raised
all the environmental standards. We just did
it in a sensible way.

Now, what’s their position? Their position
will be to weaken that direction, to repeal—
one specific commitment they’ve already
made is to repeal my order setting aside 43
million roadless acres in the national forests.
The Audubon Society says it’s the most sig-
nificant conservation move in the last 40
years. They say they’ll get rid of it. And they’ll
allow oil drilling in some places where we
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haven’t. And apparently, they’re committed
to weaker regulations on the chemical indus-
try.

Now, I’ve done everything I could to cre-
ate jobs and be pro-business. But I think
we’ve got to be pro-environment and pro-
business. And you just have to decide which
side you want to be on and what you think
the best thing is for America. And these are
the kinds of questions people have to be
asked.

The same thing is true with regard to one
America. One of the things that I want to
do is make sure that we’re all going along
for the ride here. We’re for raising the min-
imum wage for people that can never afford
to come to a dinner like this but may be serv-
ing it. I think it’s unconscionable that it’s still
below what it was in 1982 in purchasing
power terms when we’ve got 4 percent un-
employment. It’s just wrong. Nobody ought
to work full-time for a living and have kids
that are still below the poverty line. It’s
wrong. But they’re not for it.

Now, they’re sort of being quiet on it now
because the last time they fought me on it
4 years ago, they said it would cost jobs, and
we created 11 million jobs since we passed
it. So they really don’t have a justification
anymore. They can’t—they’re kind of embar-
rassed to say they’re not for it, but they’re
not for it yet. If we turn up the heat enough
between now and election, they will get it.
But it’s a big difference.

We’re for hate crimes legislation, and
they’re basically not for it. Oh, a few of them
are, but the leadership is not, and the nomi-
nee is not because it protects gays. Well, I
think everybody ought to be protected from
hate crimes, which is a crime, an assault on
you just because of who you are. But you
can decide whether you agree with that or
not. But that’s where we are.

And there will be a big impact on the
courts. The next President will appoint two
to four judges on the Supreme Court, and
the Senate will have to decide whether to
confirm them or reject them. This is a huge
decision. Their nominee says his favorite
judges are Justice Thomas and Justice Scalia,
by far the most conservative judges on the
Court. That’s what he said. And so you have

to decide, because there will be big con-
sequences.

So if you just go back, here we are with
this—a whole future before us, with all these
opportunities out there, and you should be
happy. We don’t have to have one of these
negative campaigns like we used to have for
20 years that were mostly brought to us by
their side, trying to convince you that who-
ever their opponent was was just one step
above a car thief. [Laughter] I recommend
we just call timeout and say everybody run-
ning this year is a good, patriotic American.
They are men and women who love their
families and love their country and will do
what they think is right, but they have honest
disagreements. They disagree over economic
policy and educational policy and health care
policy and environmental policy and crime
policy and civil rights policy, and what it
means to be an American citizen and what
kind of individual rights you should have as
guaranteed by the Supreme Court. And we
want to have a debate over that.

Now, their strategy is to blur all that. I’ll
be very surprised if you hear anybody say
this week at their meeting what I just said
to you, even though I have tried to be ex-
ceedingly faithful to the differences between
the two parties. And their strategy is to talk
about compassion and all. It’s a brilliant strat-
egy. It’s a pretty package, and they’re hoping
if they wrap it tight enough, nobody will open
it before Christmas. [Laughter]

And what we’ve got to do is try to make
sure that the American people open the
package in September and October, so they
will know. I trust the American people. They
almost always get it right. Otherwise, we
wouldn’t still be here after over 200 years.
And if everybody understands exactly what
the choices are and the Vice President
doesn’t win or Bill Nelson doesn’t win, we’d
be all right about that. But the truth is, if
everybody understands exactly what the
choices are, Bill Nelson will be the next Sen-
ator; Al Gore will be the next President; we
will win the House of Representatives. Why?
Because our economic policies, our edu-
cational policies, our health care policies are
right for the country. Because the idea of
building one America, not just with words
but with deeds, and giving everybody a
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chance to participate in this brilliant future
of science and technology in this global econ-
omy is the right thing for the country and
the right thing for our children’s future.
That’s why.

I’m telling you, as much, as many good
things that have happened in the last 8 years,
believe me, all the great stuff is still out there.
But there are big challenges. Look at Flor-
ida’s school kids, how diverse they are. If you
want this country to be where it ought to
be, every one of them has got to be able
to get a good education. We have to figure
out how, when all us baby boomers retire
and the average 65-year-old can look forward
to living to be 83, we’re going to manage that
without bankrupting our kids and grandkids.

We have to figure out how to make the
most of this scientific and technological revo-
lution. One of the reasons I want Al Gore
to be President, apart from my personal rela-
tionship with him, is that I have studied very
hard the impacts of the information tech-
nology revolution, the impacts of the genome
revolution, what’s likely to happen over the
next 10 years. It seems to me that you want
somebody that can make the most of the
computer revolution and still protect your fi-
nancial and medical records and not let
somebody get at them unless you say okay.
It seems to me you want somebody who can
help make the most of this scientific revolu-
tion without letting somebody deny you a job
or promotion or raise or health insurance be-
cause of your little gene map. It seems to
me we ought to have somebody in the White
House that understands the future.

And I know we ought to have people in
the Senate who have the values and the judg-
ment and just the way of operating that Bill
Nelson does. Believe me, I’ve done every-
thing I could to turn this country around,
and the only thing now we have to decide
is, what is this election about? If people really
say, this election is about what shall we do
with this moment of prosperity, how can we
meet the big challenges and seize the big op-
portunities out there, Bill Nelson will be just
fine.

Thank you, and God bless you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 2:04 p.m. in the
Audubon Ballroom at the Hyatt Regency
Westshore. In his remarks, he referred to Bill

Nelson, Democratic candidate for U.S. Senate
from Florida, and his wife, Grace; Mayor Dick
A. Greco of Tampa; former Representative Sam
M. Gibbons; Ben Hill Griffin III, Chris Hoyer,
and Jim Wilkes, luncheon cohosts; and Repub-
lican Presidential candidate Gov. George W. Bush
of Texas.

Interview With Kelly Ring of WTVT
Television in Tampa

July 31, 2000

Medicare Prescription Drug Benefit

Ms. Ring. First of all, let’s talk about why
you came. And that’s Medicare, and you
know—I mean, this is something that’s been
important to you for a long time—getting
Medicare, part of the prescription drug pro-
gram included in Medicare. Talk about why
that is so important to have that.

The President. Well, Medicare is a pro-
gram that’s 35 years old, and it’s been a god-
send for 35 years for a lot of our seniors.
But when it was established, most of medi-
cine was about doctors and hospitals and very
little about prescription drugs. Now, the av-
erage 65-year-old has a life expectancy of 82
or 83 years, the highest in the world for sen-
iors. And more and more, people need these
drugs to stay alive and also to stay healthy.

Over and above that, America has about
5 million people on disability who are eligible
for Medicare, and they need the medicine
even more. So what we have been saying is,
‘‘Look, we’ve got this surplus. We have the
money. We should add a voluntary prescrip-
tion drug benefit to Medicare, because we
have, all over America, seniors who are
choosing every week between food and med-
icine because they can’t pay their medical
bills and because there is no other viable way
to give them the medicine they need.’’

So I proposed this program, and I told the
American people how we can add a prescrip-
tion drug benefit to Medicare, still have a
family tax cut, still invest in education, and
keep paying us out of debt. I think that it
is so critical to provide for the elderly and
disabled in America.

Ms. Ring. Do you think it will happen be-
fore you leave office?
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The President. I just don’t know. I think
the problem is the Republicans in the Con-
gress believe that the program might be too
expensive, although it’s not nearly as expen-
sive as their combined tax cuts, and they
want—they also want a private insurance
plan. But the bill they passed is just like one
that got passed in Nevada, and not a single
insurance company would offer the drug cov-
erage because they knew they couldn’t offer
it at an affordable price. So the plan they
passed is unworkable.

Now, what’s really going on here is that
the pharmaceutical companies that make the
drugs, they have reservations about it be-
cause they’re afraid that if you put 39 million
seniors, including 2.7 million seniors in Flor-
ida and 5 million disabled people, if you look
at all of them and a significant percentage
of them get in one program, that the people
buying drugs for that one program will have
too much marketing power, and they’ll get
the drugs for too cheap.

Because what happens is, our pharma-
ceutical companies charge Americans more
for drugs to cover all the research costs in
America. Then they can sell them much,
much cheaper in Canada or Mexico. You’ve
seen all these press stories about people
going there.

Now, I just think that’s not a very good
reason to deprive senior citizens of medicine,
and I don’t think it’s a partisan issue outside
Washington. I think out here in Tampa or
in Arkansas or New York or California, no-
body asks you what party you’re in when you
go to the drugstore to buy medicine. In
Washington, it’s become part of an issue be-
cause the drug companies are against pro-
viding prescription drug coverage for Medi-
care. It doesn’t sound reasonable, but it’s
true.

Florida and the 2000 Presidential
Election

Ms. Ring. Let’s talk about the importance
of Florida for this Presidential election. I
know that you know how important Florida
is. We have a Republican Governor—pop-
ular. His brother is running, but tell me what
the Democrats are going to do to win Flor-
ida. Do you think they can?

The President. Well, absolutely. For one
thing, I think we’ve worked very hard here
for 8 years. We brought the Southern Com-
mand to Miami. We brought the Summit of
the Americas to Florida. We worked on the
plan to save the Florida Everglades. We have
worked on trade policy. Our trade policy has
helped a lot of Florida economic sectors.

I was just here with Congressman Davis
meeting with people from the Tampa area
who would benefit greatly from the opening
of trade to China. So I think we’ve got a
strong record to run on. If you look at Tampa
when I became President, unemployment
here was 7.1 percent. Now it’s 2.7 percent.
So, first we’re going to run on our record.
It’s been good for America and good for Flor-
ida, and Al Gore will continue that economic
policy, and I think that’s important.

Then, the second thing I think is just what
we have to do is get out the differences on
the issues. For example, Senator Graham has
a bill of his own to provide prescription drugs
for seniors that is a little different from ours
but essentially in the same ballpark. And I
know how much credibility he has with the
Florida voters. So we can talk about Medi-
care, and we can talk about education, and
we can talk about paying the debt off.

I think when you see the Vice President
and his running mate and Bill Nelson and
all of these other Democrats out there just
having a conversation with the people, we
don’t have to have a mean election this year.
This year the economy is in great shape. The
country is doing well, and we ought to have
an old-fashioned citizenship lesson in this
election. We ought to say, ‘‘Here are the dif-
ferences. You choose.’’

Differing Visions of the Future

Ms. Ring. And it’s like you said in the
speech a little while ago, you’re talking about
the differences. The Democrats are, but the
Republicans aren’t. Elaborate a little bit on
that.

The President. Well, I think it’s because
they know that there is a tendency in the
country to give the other crowd a chance
after they’ve been out a while, and they know
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that Governor Bush is an immensely charm-
ing, attractive man, and Mr. Cheney, Con-
gressman Cheney, is a very nice man and
has had Washington experience.

So what they want to do is to seem safe
and reliable and compassionate and inclusive.
So they’re not going to be up there saying,
‘‘Vote for us. Our favorite Supreme Court
judges are Justice Thomas and Justice Scalia,
and we’re going to repeal Roe v. Wade,’’ but
that’s what’s going to happen. But they’re not
going to say that. They’re not going to be
up there saying, ‘‘Vote for us. We want to
weaken air pollution laws on the chemical
industry,’’ or, ‘‘Vote for us. We want to make
sure that we don’t have a Medicare prescrip-
tion drug program that works,’’ or, ‘‘Vote for
us. We’re going to give all your money away
in tax cuts, and we’ll have higher interest
rates and a deficit.’’

But what I think is important is, they
should be able to defend their policies, but
what they want to do is to obscure the dif-
ferences. I see this as I travel from State to
State now. They accuse the Democrats of
running negative campaigns if they have ad-
vertisements pointing out how the Repub-
licans voted. It’s like they’re almost saying,
‘‘We have a right to obscure our record from
the people if you want.’’

What I think the voters need is clarity of
difference. There are honest differences be-
tween these candidates. Let them state the
differences honestly, but don’t pretend the
differences don’t exist, because an election
is a choice, and choices have consequences.
And the American people should know the
choice, know the consequences, and then
make up their mind.

And there are real differences on eco-
nomic policy, on health care policy, on crime
policy, on environmental policy, on policies
relating to civil rights and individual liberty;
profound differences, not just between the
Vice President and Governor Bush but be-
tween these candidates for Senate, in this
case, Bill Nelson and his opponent here—
right around the country. And what we
should do is to say, ‘‘Hey, this country is in
great shape now, and we have a unique mo-
ment in history to make the most of our pros-
perity. So we’ll bring our ideas; they’ll bring
theirs. Let’s clarify the differences. Let’s

don’t say bad things about our opponents.
Let’s assume everybody is patriotic, loves
their family, loves their country, is honest,
and would do what they have said they would
do. But let’s don’t pretend that they didn’t
say they would do some of the things they
said they would do. Let’s just clarify the dif-
ferences, and let the people make their mind
up.’’ That’s my whole theory of the election.

Hillary Clinton’s Senate Campaign
Ms. Ring. Sounds pretty good. But let me

ask you: Now that you’re in the last few
months of your Presidency, your wife is just
beginning her own political career.

The President. I’m very proud of her.
Ms. Ring. I know you are so proud of her.

But on the other side, politics is mean-
spirited. How do you feel about that?

The President. It hurts me. I get more
nervous about her than I ever did about me,
and everybody that always hated me all those
years and were so mean to me, they’ve all
transfered all their anger to her now. It’s al-
most as if they’ve got one last chance to beat
me. And then there are some people who
voted for me that think they’re mad at her
because she’s running in New York, and we
just bought a home there.

All I can say to them is, it wasn’t her idea.
The New York Democratic House delegation
came to her and asked her to run. And before
she said she would do it, she said, ‘‘I’m going
to go up there and look around, talk to peo-
ple, and see if I could serve.’’ She spent al-
most a year doing that, and then finally she
decided that she would like to serve if they
wanted her to.

So I think if we can get this election again
in a position where they just look at who’s
got the greatest strength, who’s got the ability
to do more, and which candidate do they
agree, I think she’ll do fine. I’m really proud
of her, though. It’s a really brave thing to
do.

Ms. Ring. It certainly is. As you said, it
makes you very nervous thinking about what
she’s getting into.

The President. I guess when you’re in a
campaign, you don’t have time to think about
it. But I spend a lot more time worrying
about her than I ever did worrying about my-
self when I was out there running. I feel like
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I just wake up every day wishing I could do
something else to help.

Post-Presidential Plans
Ms. Ring. What are you going to do when

you leave office? Everybody’s talked about
all kinds of things, and I know you probably
haven’t decided yet. I mean, everything——

The President. Well, I’m going to build
a library and a public policy center at home
in Arkansas. I know I’m going to do that.
And I’ll be there a couple of days a week.
And then I’ll probably be with Hillary a cou-
ple of days a week in New York. And then,
of course, she’ll have to work in Washington
if this election goes well, and I believe it will.
So I’ll just decide what to do.

There are a lot of things that I have in
mind to do, but I don’t think I really should
make final decisions until after I leave here.
What I want to do is to spend every last wak-
ing moment I can doing as much as I can
for the people of America. And that’s what
this job is.

When I lay the job down, then I would
like to rest a bit and have a clear head and
decide what to do. I’ll try to find something
to do to be useful for the rest of my life.
I think I’ll be able to find something to do.

Chelsea Clinton
Ms. Ring. You’re so young, so you’ve got

so many opportunities.
You’ve got to be so proud of your daugh-

ter, Chelsea. I mean, we reported last week
she’s made a decision to take a break and
spend time with you—that’s wonderful—and
to help her mom campaign.

The President. It’s wonderful. When your
children grow up—I can say, now that I have
this experience—you’re always mildly sur-
prised when they still want to spend time
with you and completely relieved and happy.
So you know, she’s lived 40 percent of her
life in the White House. She’s 20, and she
was just, when we came here in ’92, she was
still 12 years old. She was actually—I mean,
in ’93 she was still 12 years old. She had her
13th birthday in the White House, in Feb-
ruary.

So she’s been here for 40 percent of her
life, and she’s got more credits than she
needs to graduate from college, and she told

me that she was interested in doing three
things: She wanted to help her mother some;
she wanted to be with me when I would oth-
erwise be alone; and—like, she went up to
Camp David with me and stayed the whole
15 days and kept everybody in a good humor.

She flew to Okinawa with me, and she did
a great job. And I think the third thing she
wants is just to be in a place that has been
her home for nearly half her life, every night
she can be. Because she knows when she
leaves, it’s for good, you know, and she’ll
never be back, I mean, as a resident. So I
think it’s a very smart decision for her, and
I’m thrilled.

Ms. Ring. Because I’m sure you must be,
because here she was just a young girl, and
now she’s a young woman. It’s been so won-
derful. I mean, everybody’s fallen in love
with her. She’s just a very special person.

The President. I think she’s an unusual
young woman, and we’re very proud of her
and very grateful. And I think it’s great. You
know, tomorrow she and her mother are
going to Long Island together. They’ll have
a big time. I think it’s great.

Middle East Peace Process
Ms. Ring. One more—can I ask about Mid

East peace, because I know how important
that is. You spent 3 tough weeks. Do you
ever foresee a time when there is going to
be peace in the region, and is Jerusalem the
sticking point there?

The President. The answer to both ques-
tions is basically yes. I think—yes, I think
there will be peace in the region; yes, Jeru-
salem is the most difficult issue. They did
not agree on everything else, but they’re
close enough that I think that we can still
get an agreement.

Just a few hours ago, before we sat down
for this interview, the Barak government,
Prime Minister Barak’s government in Israel
was confirmed in a no confidence vote; that
is, they didn’t vote him out of office. So I
think now, we just have to see if we can get
some movement from the Palestinians, as
well, and see if we can put this thing together
again.

If they want it, they can get it, because
they’re close enough now. They can get it.
And I saw something after we had been there
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2 weeks—sort of the body language that the
Israelis and the Palestinians, the way they re-
late to each other. They know each other.
They call each other by their first names.
They know they’re neighbors, whether they
like it or not. They know their future is to-
gether, whether they would always want it
to be or not. And they know their children
are going to have to be partners and hope-
fully friends; and I think they’ll find a way.
I do believe that.

I think it’s just a question of making sure
that we keep pushing them. When you deal
with issues this difficult and this painful, it’s
like going to the dentist without having your
gums deadened. You’re not going to do it
unless somebody herds you on, and you do
it.

But the calendar is working against them
a little bit, because they have pledged to fin-
ish by the 13th of September. And that puts
all kind of pressure, especially on the Pal-
estinians. So they’ve got to keep working
right now. They’ve got to do everything they
can to get as much as they can done over
the next 6 weeks.

I think they will, and America’s role is just
to help. They’ve got to make the decisions
and live with them, but we’ll do everything
we can to help.

Ms. Ring. Will you try to bring them back
to Camp David?

The President. I can’t say yet. It’s too pre-
mature to make a decision. What I will try
to do is do whatever I can to get the peace
process up and going and to bring it to a
speedy conclusion. But I do not know, hon-
estly do not know, as we sit here and talk,
what would be the most helpful.

Thanks.
Ms. Ring. Thank you very much for doing

this.
The President. Okay.

NOTE: The interview was taped at 3:30 p.m. in
the Presidential Suite at the Hyatt Regency
Westshore for later broadcast. In his remarks, the
President referred to Republican Presidential can-
didate Gov. George W. Bush of Texas and Vice
Presidential candidate Dick Cheney; Prime Min-
ister Ehud Barak of Israel; and Bill Nelson,
Democratic candidate for U.S. Senate from Flor-
ida. Ms. Ring referred to Gov. Jeb Bush of Flor-

ida. A tape was not available for verification of
the content of this interview.

Statement on the National Debt
July 31, 2000

When I came into office, the debt had
quadrupled since 1980 and was projected to
rise even further. As a result of the 1993 and
1997 budget agreements and tough choices
every year, we have been able to turn this
situation around. Today the Department of
the Treasury is announcing that the United
States will pay off $221 billion of debt this
year—the largest one-year debt paydown in
American history. This will be the third con-
secutive year of debt reduction, bringing the
3-year total to $360 billion.

This positive news is further confirmation
that we should stay on the path of fiscal dis-
cipline and not endanger the longest eco-
nomic expansion in history with a series of
expensive tax cuts which would spend every
single dime of our projected surplus. The Re-
publican tax plan leaves nothing for strength-
ening Social Security and Medicare, nothing
for a real voluntary Medicare prescription
drug benefit, and nothing for education. And
the Republican plan would take us off the
path of paying off the entire national debt
by 2012. This is the wrong approach for
America.

Remarks at a Democratic Senatorial
Campaign Committee Reception in
Palm Beach, Florida
July 31, 2000

Thank you very much. I am so happy to
be here. All of you know I love Florida. A
good portion of my wife’s family has lived
down here for the last 15 years and more.
I got my start in Florida twice, once in De-
cember of 1991—everyone knows about
that—when the Florida straw poll came out
with a majority for me against six opponents
and got me started, and I’m very grateful for
that. But once, maybe only one person in
this room remembers, and that was in early
1981 when I had the distinction of being the
youngest former Governor in the history of
America, when I was defeated in the Reagan
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landslide of 1980, Bob Graham still invited
me to come speak to the Florida Democratic
Convention to explain how it was that I got
my brains beat out in the hope that others
could avoid a similar fate. [Laughter] I have
never forgotten it, never stopped feeling in-
debted. And Bob asked me back three more
times after that, and I think that had a lot
to do with what happened in 1991, so I’m
very grateful to him.

I’m grateful that both Bob and Adele and
Bill and Grace Nelson have been friends of
Hillary’s and friends of mine for a very long
time now. And Bill and Grace and their chil-
dren have spent the night in the White
House. And Bill was making fun of me be-
cause his daughter used to call Chelsea, and
from time to time I, like every father of a
teenage daughter, I was the answering serv-
ice. [Laughter] The Presidency doesn’t al-
leviate some responsibilities in life.

We’ve had a great relationship, all of us,
all six of us have now for such a long time,
and I’m so honored that Bill is running for
the Senate, so grateful.

I want to just—I’ll be brief tonight because
I know I’m preaching to the saved here. But
Florida is very important. We have to win
the Senate race, and you have to carry it for
the Vice President, and you can. And I be-
lieve in 1996, early on election night, when
I saw that we had carried Florida, I knew
the election was over. And in 2000, early on
election night, if the polls show we have car-
ried Florida, the election is over. And I want
you to understand that.

I have—Al Gore and I have spent a lot
of time in Florida over the last 71⁄2 years.
We worked with many of the people here
in south Florida to save the Everglades, to
bring the Southern Command here from
Panama, to bring the Summit of the Amer-
icas here, to work to expand trade. We just
passed the Caribbean Basin trade bill which
will be very good for southern Florida. And
I can’t thank Bob Graham enough for the
help and support and wise counsel he’s given
me over these entire two terms.

But here’s what I want you to think about.
What about everybody who’s not here to-
night? Do you believe that everyone you
know who is a friend of yours knows what
this election is about? Do you believe that

everyone you know has a clear idea about
what the differences are between Bill and
his opponent, between the Vice President
and Governor Bush and Mr. Cheney? Do
you believe that? You know it’s not true,
don’t you? They don’t. Why is that, and what
are we going to do about it?

There are three things you need to know
about this election. One is, it is a very big
election. It is every bit as important, maybe
over the long run of our life, more important
than the election in 1992. I’ll come back to
why. Two, there are profound differences be-
tween the two candidates for President, be-
tween the candidates for Senate and the
House, differences that will have real con-
sequences for how we live together in the
years ahead. And three, only the Democrats
want you to know what the differences are.
[Laughter] Now, what does that tell you
about who you ought to vote for?

What do I mean by that? First, it’s a big
election because we have an unprecedented
moment of prosperity and it’s not just eco-
nomics. Crime is down. Welfare is down.
Teen pregnancy is down. People are working
together and dealing with each other as never
before. We are a more just society than we
were. Child poverty is down, minority unem-
ployment the lowest ever recorded, female
unemployment the lowest in 40 years, pov-
erty among single-parent households the
lowest in 46 years. This is a more just society.
And we are more full of confidence. More-
over, we have no crippling domestic crisis or
foreign threat.

So it’s a big election because we have a
chance, because of our prosperity, to build
the future of our dreams for our children.
But that’s not automatic. That requires that
instead of taking a relaxed view and sort of
wandering through the election and wan-
dering through the next couple of years, we
have to say, ‘‘Hey, we might not ever have
a chance like this again. We’ve got to seize
the big opportunities and take on the big
challenges that are out there.’’

And there are some big ones out there.
You know them in Florida, and I’ll just give
you two of the biggest that you experience
here to a greater degree than almost any
other State. Number one, we’ve got the larg-
est and most diverse group of students in our
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schools in history, and they’re not all getting
a world-class education yet. Number two,
we’re living longer than ever before. If you
live to be 65, your life expectancy is almost
83 now. And when all the baby boomers re-
tire, there will only be about two people
working for every one person drawing Social
Security. We have to lengthen the life of So-
cial Security. We have to lengthen the life
of Medicare, and we have to add a prescrip-
tion drug benefit to the Medicare program.

And I might say, nobody has worked hard-
er or more effectively to that end than Bob
Graham. And everybody in Florida ought to
know it and ought to be grateful for it.

Now, there are the challenges of the fu-
ture—climate change. We worked so hard to
save the Everglades. If we don’t turn this
global warming around, in 30 years a lot of
it will be under water.

We’ve now sequenced the human genome.
That’s great. There are going to be unbeliev-
able medical discoveries made. And pretty
soon young women will bring their children
home from the hospital with a little gene
map, and before you know it, there are kids
in this room whose children will have a life
expectancy of 90 years or more when they’re
born. But do you think someone should be
able to use your gene map to deny you a
job, a promotion, a raise, or health insurance?
I don’t think so. We need someone in the
White House and people in the Congress
who understand science and technology.

The Internet revolution, people made fun
of Al Gore over who invented the Internet,
but he sponsored the legislation almost 20
years ago that took the Internet from being
the private province of physicists and people
involved in defense work to sweeping the
world. And if it hadn’t been for him, we
wouldn’t have gotten the E-rate in the tele-
communications bill 4 years ago, which guar-
antees that every school, no matter how poor,
can afford to have computers for their kids
and be part of the Internet.

Now, there are big challenges out there.
The outcome of this election will depend
upon whether the American people believe
what I just said, that it’s a big election with
big challenges and not a time to lay down
and relax. You can just book it. When this
is over, you read the election analyses in the

week after the election in November, and
you remember what I told you tonight. The
outcome of the election will depend upon
what the American people believe the elec-
tion is about, number one, and number two,
whether they understand the differences.

On our side, we’ve got people like the Vice
President and people like Bill Nelson, who
did more with that insurance commissioner’s
job than anybody ever has, stopping fraud
against seniors, enrolling children in the
Children’s Health Insurance Program, peo-
ple who want to build on the progress of the
last 8 years to make the changes of the future.

On their side, they’ve got their nominees
for President and Vice President and others,
who basically tell us that these are the best
of times, and we’re all going to have harmony
and compassion and get along together, and
the surplus that we’ve accumulated—that
we’re supposed to accumulate over the next
10 years—is your money, and they’re going
to give it back to you. And otherwise, they’re
kind of blurring the differences.

Bill’s talking about how moderate his op-
ponent sounds now. They’re not bragging
about shutting the Government down twice
anymore or trying to shut the Department
of Education down or having the biggest
Medicare and education and environmental
cuts in history. You never hear them talking
about it anymore. Gone is the harsh rhetoric
and the mean words of 1992 through 1999.
Even the mean words of the 2000 primary
against Senator McCain, that’s all gone now.
What are you to make of that? It’s a very
appealing package.

The first thing I want you to know is, I
don’t think this should be a mean election.
I think we should say on the front end, we
think our opponents are good, patriotic peo-
ple, that they love their children, and they
love their country. But they have honest dif-
ferences. And this pretty package that they
have presented is one they hope nobody will
open until Christmas and certainly not before
the November election. But there are real
differences, and we want you to know what
they are. And I’ll just mention two or three
tonight, but I want you to remember this be-
cause you’ve got to talk to people.

All these news stories that I’ve read say
people don’t know if there is any difference
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between the Democrats and Republicans,
between our nominees for President on eco-
nomic policy. There was a huge article in the
press last week surveying lots and lots of sub-
urban women who care a lot about gun safety
and they asked—the Vice President was
ahead like six points in this poll among
women who cared about this issue—then the
person doing the poll, who doesn’t work for
either campaign, simply read their positions,
and the numbers went from 45 to 39, to 57
to 29. So you can understand why they
wouldn’t want you to know what the real dif-
ferences are, but you have to do that.

Let me just mention one or two. One, on
the economy, here’s our position. Our posi-
tion is the American people should get a tax
cut, but it ought to be one we can afford,
because we still have to invest in education
and health care and science and technology
in providing for the future, number one;
number two, because we still have to length-
en the life of Medicare and Social Security
to get past the baby boomers’ retirement, and
we’ve got to provide that drug benefit; and
number three, we’ve still got to keep paying
down this debt and get this country out of
debt to keep interest rates low so the econ-
omy will keep going.

Now, we have tax cuts that we admit,
they’re only about 25 percent, 30 percent of
what theirs are. But they do more good for
80 percent of the people, for sending a kid
to college, for long-term care, for child care,
for retirement savings, for alleviating the
marriage penalty. Eighty percent of the peo-
ple or more are better off under ours. More-
over, because we continue to pay down the
debt and they can’t, interest rates will be at
least a percent lower. Do you know what
that’s worth in tax cuts over a decade?—$250
billion in lower home mortgages, $30 billion
in lower car payments, $15 billion in lower
college loan payments.

Now, that took me a while to say, didn’t
it? Theirs is so much easier. ‘‘Hey, this sur-
plus is your money, and we’re going to give
it back to you.’’ And that’s what they do. If
you take the tax cuts they’ve passed in the
last year plus the ones that are in their plat-
form that their nominee ran on, it takes up
the whole surplus, the whole projected sur-

plus and then some, not a penny even for
their own spending promises.

Now, quite apart from the obvious prob-
lems, like how do we spend 25 percent as
much and give 80 percent of the people
more, there is this: It is a projected surplus,
projected. Did you ever get one of those let-
ters in the mail from Publishers’ Clearing-
house? Ed McMahon sends you a letter say-
ing, ‘‘You may have won $10 million.’’ Well,
if you went out the next day and spent the
$10 million, you should vote for them. But
if not, you ought to stick with us to keep
this prosperity going. [Laughter] Now, this
is a big issue. No way to paper this over.
This is a huge, gaping difference.

Secondly, on health care, we’re for a
Patients’ Bill of Rights. We’re for investing—
I mean, a real one that means something—
we’re for investing whatever it takes—and it’s
not that much money—to lengthen the life
of Medicare and to add this Medicare pre-
scription drug benefit. We’re for a not par-
ticularly costly tax break to let people be-
tween the ages of 55 and 65 buy into Medi-
care if they lose their health insurance. And
we’re for letting the parents of these—the
low income parents of these kids that are in
our Children’s Health Insurance Program
buy into the program if they don’t have insur-
ance.

Now, what’s their program? They answer
no to all these—no, no, no, no. And their
Medicare drug program basically says that
they’ll help you if you’re up to 150 percent
of the poverty line but not if you’re over,
and you’ve got to buy private insurance.
What’s the problem with that?

The insurance companies, after all the
fights we’ve had together—against each
other over health care—I’ve got to brag on
the health insurance companies. I want to
brag on them. They have been up front and
honest. They say, ‘‘This is a bad idea. You
cannot offer a stand-alone drug policy that
anyone will buy.’’ Nevada passed a plan just
like the ones that the Republicans are back-
ing, and not a single, solitary insurance com-
pany has offered drug coverage under it be-
cause they don’t want to be labeled frauds.

Now, why do they do it? Because the drug
companies don’t want us to buy all these
drugs for seniors. Now, that seems counter-
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intuitive. Normally, if you’re in business, you
want to sell as much as you can. But they
fear that because we’ll be buying a lot, we’ll
have a lot of bargaining power, and it will
drive the price down, and people will only
have to pay 25 percent more than they pay
in every other country for American drugs.
I just don’t think it’s a good reason. But it’s
a huge difference.

In education, we’re for higher standards,
requirements to turn around failing schools
or shut them down, more teachers in the
schools, more money for teacher training,
more money for building or modernizing
schools. Florida needs that bad, right? That’s
what we’re for. They’re for block grants and
vouchers. That’s what their program is.

In crime, we’re for more police and closing
the gun show loophole in the Brady bill,
right? They have never supported the police
program, even though it’s given us the lowest
crime rate in 25 years—never. And in the
previous administration the President vetoed
the Brady bill. Now, this group of people are
against closing the gun show loophole. Their
answer is, more people carrying concealed
weapons, even in their houses of worship.
Now that’s not demagoguery, those are facts.
That’s their answer.

So the point I’m trying to make is you get
to make a choice. And speaking of choice,
that may be the biggest consequence of all.
The next President will appoint two to four
members of the Supreme Court, which is
why it’s important who’s in the Senate be-
cause they have to confirm them. Al Gore
is pro-choice and mainstream on basically
preserving individual liberties and civil rights.
And our judges are the most diverse group
in history, but they have the highest ratings
of the American Bar Association in 40 years.
So they are confident, mainstream, and di-
verse.

Both their candidates on the national tick-
et are against the Roe v. Wade decision, and
their nominee says his favorite judges are
Justices Thomas and Scalia, the two most
conservative on the Court. Those are his fa-
vorites.

Now, you have to—these are honorable
people. I’ll say again, they will do what they
believe. How can you—you don’t expect peo-
ple to get elected President and not do what

they believe. You have to assume that you
can trust them to follow their conscience and
their lifelong positions.

Now, there won’t be any talk about it prob-
ably this week, but this is a huge deal. The
composition of the Supreme Court will
change. And that Court will shape America
well beyond the term of the next President,
and this is a consequence. So what you have
to tell your friends and neighbors is, look,
these are just four I’ve given you, but if you
look at—or five—education, health care, the
economy, crime, and choice. Those are five.
We could talk about the environment; I could
give you lots of other issues, but you get the
point.

Elections are choices that have con-
sequences, and people must live with the
consequences. So it is very important that
they understand the choice. The American
people always get it right if they have enough
time and enough information. That’s what
you’ve got to believe. Otherwise, if they
didn’t nearly always get it right, we wouldn’t
be around here after 220 years.

So I say to you, this is a profoundly impor-
tant election. There are big differences. You
have to make sure people understand what
their choices are. You don’t have to say a
bad word about our opponents. You can say
that you, too, are sick of 20 years of negative
politics, of trying to convince people that
your opponent is just one step above a car
thief. I know a little something about it. I
don’t like it very much. But that cannot be
permitted to obscure the differences.

And I’ll just say this in closing. I’ve lived
long enough now to know that nothing stays
the same forever. In my lifetime, we never
had a chance like this. We can literally build
the future of our dreams for our children.
We can also be a more positive force around
the world for peace and freedom and security
and prosperity. But we can only do it if we
make the right choices.

I want to say just one word about the Vice
President. One of the things that bothers me
is that the polls seem to say he gets no credit
for our economic policy. Before I took office,
we spent 2 months debating economic policy.
You may remember I had a big national eco-
nomic summit. When we had to decide
whether we were going to make the brutally
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tough decisions to get that deficit down, Al
Gore was the first one to say, ‘‘We’ve got
to do it. Let’s just take the lumps and go
on.’’ When he cast the deciding vote on the
economic plan of 1993, without which we
could not have done any of the things we’ve
enjoyed since, he acted on his conviction.

He was instrumental in the Telecommuni-
cations Act, which had a lot to do with cre-
ating hundreds of thousands of high-wage
jobs. He supported all my trade initiatives.
He has been there, an integral member of
our economic team. He understands the fu-
ture. That’s important. You want a President
who understands the future.

And finally, let me say the most important
thing of all to me is he wants to take us all
along for the ride. He is for a minimum wage;
they are not. He is for employment non-
discrimination legislation; they are not. He
is for hate crimes legislation, and their lead-
ership isn’t because it also extends protection
to gays. And I think that we need to be build-
ing an America where everybody that works
hard plays by the rules and doesn’t get in
anybody else’s way in a defensive way ought
to be part of our America. That’s what we
think.

Now, people are free to think something
else. But no one should be confused about
the consequences. Now, I’m telling you, in
my lifetime we’ve never had a chance like
this. And I feel so good—in spite of all the
good things that have happened in America
in the last 7 years, I feel like we’ve been turn-
ing an ocean liner around in the ocean, and
now it’s headed in the right way, and it’s
about to become a speedboat. All the best
stuff is still out there if we make the right
choice. Bill Nelson is the right choice, and
so is Al Gore.

Thank you, and God bless you.
Also, I want to tell you something else.

When Grace got off the plant with Bill and
I tonight, not a single soul saw either one
of us. [Laughter] They said, ‘‘Who are those
two old gray-haired guys with that beautiful
woman in the red dress?’’ [Laughter] And
she is also somebody that will do well in
Washington.

Thank you very much. Thank you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 6:55 p.m. at the
Colony Hotel. In his remarks, he referred to Sen-
ator Graham’s wife, Adele; Bill Nelson, Demo-
cratic candidate for U.S. Senate from Florida, and
his wife, Grace; and Republican Presidential can-
didate Gov. George W. Bush of Texas and Vice
Presidential candidate Dick Cheney.

Remarks at a Democratic Senatorial
Campaign Committee Dinner in
Palm Beach
July 31, 2000

Thank you very much. This is the fourth
time that Bill and I have done this today,
and we’re about to get the hang of it. [Laugh-
ter] I want to thank Eric and Colleen for
having us in their beautiful little home to-
night, in this fabulous, fabulous tent. This is
exhibit A for the proposition that if you want
to live like a Republican, you should vote
Democratic. [Laughter]

I want to thank the Aaronsons for having
us earlier at the reception. I want to thank
my great friend Alcee Hastings for being
here and for representing Florida brilliantly
in the House of Representatives.

I want to say a special word of appreciation
to Bob Graham, who has been my friend for
more than 20 years now. He and Adele and
Hillary and I have been through a lot of inter-
esting times together. And I’ve told anybody
who cared to listen that the only job I ever
could really hold down for any period of time
was being Governor of my home State. I did
that for 12 years, and I didn’t seem to have
much upward mobility for a while. But I had
the good fortune to serve with 150 Governors
and to see probably another 100 or more
since then, since I’ve been President, and
without any question, Bob Graham is one of
the two or three ablest people I ever served
with when he was Governor of this State.
And he’s done a fabulous job in Congress.
I’ll say more about that in a moment.

And I want to thank Bill Nelson and Grace
for making this race for the Senate. It isn’t
easy to run for major office today. You never
know what’s going to hit you. You never know
how difficult it will be, and you can’t predict
the twists and turns of the campaign. And
he looks great right now, but when he made
the decision, it might not have worked out
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this way. He did it not knowing how it would
come out because he believed he should
serve.

And he and Grace have been friends of
Hillary’s and mine for a long, long time. They
and their children have spent the night with
us in the White House. I know them well,
and I’m just so proud that people like that
still want to serve, still want to give. Besides
that, he’s really been a good insurance com-
missioner. I mean, he stopped insurance
fraud against the elderly. He helped children
to get health insurance. He’s really done a
good job.

I also want to mention my good friend,
your former Lieutenant Governor, Buddy
MacKay, who is here with us tonight, who
has really been great as our Ambassador to
Latin America. And we just got a special bill
passed to increase trade with the Caribbean
region, which will be immensely helpful to
the people here in south Florida. And I thank
him for joining us today.

I would also just—I’d like to thank the
people that catered this dinner and the peo-
ple that served it. They made our dinner very
nice tonight. Most of the time, people don’t
say that. So I thank them.

Let me say that I never know what to say
at one of these dinners because I always feel
that I’m preaching to the saved, as we say
at home. I mean, if you weren’t for him, sure-
ly you wouldn’t have written a check. [Laugh-
ter] But I have a real interest in trying to
get you to do more than write a check, be-
cause everybody who can come here is some-
one who, by definition, has a lot of contacts
with a lot of people. And I’m very interested
in how this whole election turns out. I’m pas-
sionately committed to the election of the
Vice President, and I will say more about that
in a minute.

And there is one Senate seat than I’m even
more interested in than the Florida election,
in New York—[laughter]—where the best
person I’ve ever known is running. And the
thing I’m thinking about tonight—and I just
kind of want to talk to you—is, what is it
that I could ask you to do that might make
a difference in the election? And here’s what
it is. You can understand exactly what it’s
about and convince everybody you know that
that’s what it’s about.

My experience over many years now in
public life is that very often the outcome of
an election is determined by what people
think the election is about. And it may seem
self-evident, but it isn’t. For example, when
I ran in 1992 and James Carville came up
with that great line, ‘‘It’s the economy, stu-
pid’’—well, he’s great, but you didn’t have
to be a genius to figure that out. The country
was in trouble, and we were going downhill
economically. We had quadrupled our debt
in 12 years. All of the social indicators were
going in the wrong direction. Washington
seemed paralyzed.

The political climate seemed to me in
Washington, when I was way out in the coun-
try—at the time I was serving at what then
President Bush called—I was the Governor
of a small southern State. [Laughter] And I
was so naive, I thought it was a compliment.
[Laughter] And you know, I still do.

But anyway, it seemed to me like Wash-
ington, what happened in Washington was,
that the Republicans and Democrats were
saying, ‘‘You’ve got an idea. I’ve got an idea.
Let’s fight. Maybe we’ll both get on the
evening news,’’ which got a lot of people on
the evening news, but not much ever hap-
pened. And I didn’t think anybody else lived
that way.

So it was obvious that we had to try to
turn the country around, and I won’t go
through all that. But I will say now we’ve
had 8 years of the longest economic pros-
perity in our history, the lowest unemploy-
ment rate in 30 years, 22 million new jobs.
But it’s not just economics. This is a more
just society. Child poverty is down to a 20-
year low, the lowest minority unemployment
rate ever recorded, lowest female unemploy-
ment rate in 40 years, lowest single-parent
household poverty rate in 46 years, welfare
rolls cut in half, crime rate at a 25-year low,
teen pregnancy down for 7 years in a row.
The indicators are going in the right direc-
tion. This is a more just society and a stronger
society.

And what I think the election ought to be
about is this: Now what? Now, that may seem
self-evident to you, but now what? What is
it that we’re going to do with all this pros-
perity? Are we just going to feel good about
it? Are we going to take our cut and run?
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Or are we going to recognize that this is
something that happens once in a lifetime,
and we had better think very hard about the
chance we have been given to build the fu-
ture of our dreams for our children, to seize
the big opportunities, to meet the big chal-
lenges?

There’s not a person in this beautiful set-
ting tonight over 30 years of age who cannot
recall at least one time in your life when you
made a big mistake, not because things were
going so badly but because things were going
so well you thought there was no failure to
the penalty to concentrate—the failure to
concentrate. There was no penalty to that.
If you failed to concentrate, you get dis-
tracted, who cares? Things are going so great,
nothing can go wrong. And so you got to wan-
dering around, and all of a sudden you made
a mistake, something bad happened.

Now, countries are no different from peo-
ple. So I say again—why am I telling you
this? Because you read all the stories about
this election—I read a huge story on the
cover of USA Today a couple of weeks ago
that said the voters had no idea that there
was any significant difference between the
Vice President and Governor Bush on eco-
nomic policy. A big story in the New York
Times last week on a survey, a national survey
of suburban women voters who cared about
gun safety legislation. They were for the Vice
President only 45 to 39. Then the pollster,
who doesn’t work for any of us, not a politi-
cally affiliated person, simply read their posi-
tions on the issues to the people, and the
poll changed from 49 to 35 to 50—45–39,
excuse me, to 57 to 29. Boom, like that, just
with information.

So what have we got? We’ve got a team
headed by the Vice President, including Bill
Nelson and Hillary and a lot of others who
say, ‘‘Look, we’ve got to keep the prosperity
going. We’ve got to keep investing in edu-
cation, expanding trade, paying down the
debt. We’ve got to have a tax cut, but one
we can afford, so that we don’t spend it all.
And we’ve got to do some other things.
We’ve got to lengthen the life of Medicare
and Social Security so when the baby
boomers retire, they don’t bankrupt their
kids and grandkids. We ought to add a pre-
scription drug benefit to Medicare because

it’s unconscionable that all these seniors and
disabled people who need these drugs can’t
get them, and we’d never create a Medicare
program today without it. We ought to close
the gun show loophole and do some other
things to keep guns out of the hands of kids
and criminals. We ought to do more to build
one America. We ought to raise the min-
imum wage. We ought to pass employment
nondiscrimination legislation. We ought to
pass hate crimes legislation. We ought to pre-
serve the fundamental individual liberties of
the American people including the right to
choose.’’

Now, on their side, they’ve got a team that
basically says, ‘‘We used to be real conserv-
ative, but now we’re moderate.’’ [Laughter]
Don’t laugh. I’m not being cynical here. I’m
being serious. And they talk about inclusion
and compassion and harmony, but they don’t
talk much about specifics. And it’s clear that
they are greatly advantaged by the blurring
of the lines between the two parties and the
fact that people don’t know what the dif-
ferences are. So that’s what I want to ask
you to do. I want you to let me tell you, as
much as a citizen, as a President, what I think
the differences are and what I think is at
stake.

First of all, on economic policy, our policy
is pay down the debt, keep interest rates low,
keep the economy going, invest in education
and health care and science and technology,
and have a tax cut we can afford, that 80
percent of the people will get more out of
than theirs, even though it’s only 25 percent
as expensive, but most of you in this room
wouldn’t get more money out of it. You
would, however, get lower interest rates,
which the economists say our plan would give
at least one percent lower interest rates for
a decade—at least—which is worth, among
other things, $260 billion in home mortgages,
$30 billion in car payments, and $15 billion
in college loan payments, a pretty good size
tax cut, not to mention, lower business loan
rates, which means higher investment and
greater growth and a stronger stock market.

Now, it took me a while to say that. Their
case is a lot easier to make. Their case is,
‘‘Hey, we’re going to have a $2 trillion sur-
plus. It’s your money, and we’re going to give
it back to you.’’ Doesn’t that sound good?
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In the last year they passed over a trillion
dollars in tax cuts, and they’ve been pretty
smart this year. They passed some sort of
salami fashion so each one of them has a
huge constituency. I like a lot of them, and
I like some of all of what they’re trying to
do. The problem is it’s kind of like going to
a cafeteria. Did you ever go to a cafeteria
to eat, and you got the tray, and you’re walk-
ing down the aisle, and all the food looks
so good? But if you eat it all, you’ll get sick.
[Laughter] You think about it.

So they proposed to spend the whole sur-
plus, the whole projected surplus—never
mind what they promised to spend in money.
Now, what’s wrong with that? Well, we tried
it before, number one. Number two, it’s a
projected surplus.

Now, if you propose to spend some money
and the money doesn’t come in, you just
don’t spend it. But once you cut the taxes,
they’re cut. So they want to spend the entire
projected surplus that we have worked as a
country for 7 years to accumulate to turn
around the deficits and debt. Now, it’s pro-
jected; I don’t know if it will come in or not.

It reminds me of—I told people at the pre-
vious meeting. Did you ever get one of those
letters from Publishers’ Clearinghouse in the
mail signed by Ed McMahon? [Laughter]
Did you ever get one? ‘‘You may have won
$10 million.’’ You may have won it. Now, if
the next day after you got that letter, you
went out and spent the $10 million, you
should support them and their plan. [Laugh-
ter] But if you didn’t, you had better stick
with us. And that’s what you need to tell peo-
ple.

Nobody in their right mind—if I ask every
one of you, whatever you do for a living, from
the people who run the biggest companies
here, the people that served our dinner, you
think about this: What do you think your in-
come is going to be over the next 10 years?
What do you think it’s going to be? Come
to a very high level of confidence. Now, if
I ask you to come up here right now and
sign a binding contract to spend it all tonight,
would you do it? If you would, you should
support them. If not, you should stick with
us. This is a huge difference, and all the sur-
veys show the people don’t know. You should
help them know.

Let’s take health care. We favor the Pa-
tients’ Bill of Rights; they’re against it. We
favor a Medicare drug program that all our
seniors can buy. They favor a private insur-
ance program that, God bless them, the
health insurance companies—I’ve fought
them for 7 years, but I’ve got to take my
hat off to them—[laughter]—they have been
so honest. The health insurance companies
have said, ‘‘Don’t do this. It won’t work. No-
body will do this. You can’t offer policies.’’

In Nevada they passed a program like this,
and not a single insurance company’s even
offered the policy. So they’re not doing any-
thing real for people who desperately need
these drugs, the disabled people and seniors.
And we’ve got the money now. It’s uncon-
scionable not to do it. If you live to be 65
years old now, your chance of your life ex-
pectancy is 83 in America. But it ought to
be a good life. It ought to be a full life. If
you’re disable in America today and you can
get the right kind of medicine, it can dramati-
cally increase your capacity to work and to
enjoy life and to be a full person to the max-
imum extent of your ability to do so. But you
need medicine. This is a huge issue, espe-
cially in Florida, but throughout the country.
They’re not for it.

We say there are a lot of people who lose
their health insurance when they’re over 55
and they’re not old enough for Medicare; we
ought to give them a little tax break and let
them buy in. They say no. So there’s a big
difference in health care policy.

Big difference in education policy. We say
that we ought to have high standards, and
people should turn around failing schools or
have to shut them down, that we ought to
have more teachers and more money for
teacher training. We ought to spend more
money to help places like Florida build new
schools or repair old ones. They favor block
grants and vouchers.

We say, on crime, we want more police
in the high-crime areas, and we want to close
the gun show loophole on the Brady back-
ground check law and require child safety
locks on these guns and stop people import-
ing these large capacity ammunition clips
that allows people to convert legal weapons
into assault weapons. And I say, and the Vice
President says, you ought to get a photo ID
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license before you get a handgun, showing
that you passed the background check, you
know how to use the gun safety. That’s what
we say.

Now, they think we’re all wet. They think
we’re wrong. They think that all of that
should be opposed, and what we really need
is more people carrying concealed weapons,
even in their places of worship. That’s their
record and their commitment.

We believe, as I said earlier, that we
should raise the minimum wage; they don’t.
We favor the hate crimes legislation. Their
leadership doesn’t because it includes gays.
I think that’s one big reason we need it. I
mean, how many people do we have to see
get killed in this country because of who they
are before we do that?

Same thing on employment non-
discrimination laws. And as Bill said in a deli-
cate way—and I’ll be more blunt—maybe
the biggest thing of all is the fact that the
next President is going to appoint between
two and four members of the U.S. Supreme
Court, and it will change the face of America,
one way or the other, long after the next
President’s term is finished. And on the one
side, you’ve got the Vice President who be-
lieves in a woman’s right to choose but also
in the traditional commitment to civil rights
and individual rights and responsibilities and
the idea that the law ought to be a place
where the weak as well as the strong can find
appropriate redress.

And on the other side, you have two can-
didates who are firmly committed to the re-
peal of Roe v. Wade, and their Presidential
candidate says the two judges he most ad-
mires are Justices Thomas and Scalia, by far
the most conservative members of the Court.

Now, what’s the point of this? We don’t
have to have a negative campaign. We should
say, we think they are honorable people with
wonderful families who love their children,
who love their country, who want to do pub-
lic service. But as honorable people, we
should say, we expect them to do exactly
what they say they’re going to do even if
they’re not talking about it in this election.
We can’t pretend that these differences don’t
exist and that they aren’t real and that they
won’t affect millions of people’s lives.

Look at civil rights. You know, they’ve got-
ten in a lot of—at least a little stir lately be-
cause Mr. Cheney, when he was in Congress,
voted against letting Nelson Mandela out of
prison, and a lot of people are horrified to
learn that. Now, he’s a friend of mine and,
I think, one of the greatest human beings
I ever met. But to be fair, he did get out,
and he’s made a pretty good job of his life
since he got out.

I’m not nearly as worried about Nelson
Mandela 10 years ago as I am about some
other minorities today. I’ll tell you about
Enrique Moreno. You don’t know him. He
grew up in El Paso without a lot, and got
himself to Harvard, graduated summa cum
laude, went home and became a lawyer. The
judges out there in west Texas say he’s one
of the best lawyers in the region. I tried to
put him on the Federal Court of Appeals in
Texas. The ABA gave him a unanimous well-
qualified rating. All the local folks were for
him, the Republicans and the Democrats,
they were all for him in the local level in
El Paso.

But the Texas Republican Senators won’t
even give him a hearing. They say they don’t
think he’s qualified. And the head of the Re-
publican Party in Texas, now the head of the
Republican Party in America, didn’t lift a fin-
ger to get him a hearing. So I’d like to get
Enrique Moreno out of this sort of political
prison where he can’t get a hearing.

In the southeast United States, more Afri-
can-Americans live in the fourth circuit than
any other one. There’s never been a black
judge on the fourth circuit. I’ve tried for 7
years to put an African-American judge in
the fourth circuit. And the Republican Sen-
ators there are so opposed to this that they
have allowed a 25 percent vacancy rate on
that court. Now, they make all the decisions
that don’t quite get to the Supreme Court.
Twenty-five percent vacancy rate because
they don’t want—ask Alcee Hastings if I’m
telling the truth. Look at him nodding his
head. It’s unbelievable.

I want every American to know this. I’ve
got two African-American judges now I’ve
appointed. So I’m more concerned about
those guys than Mandela. Mandela made a
pretty good job of his life because, thank
God, nobody listened to the vote that was
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cast by the Republican nominee for Vice
President. He did get out of jail, and he went
on and made a great job as President of
South Africa.

Look, what kind of country do you want,
anyway? And again, what I want is a great
election. I want people to be upbeat and
happy and say, ‘‘Gosh, here we’ve got these
perfectly fine people that are honorable, that
are patriots, that want to serve their country,
that have very different views. Here’s what
the differences are. Let’s choose.’’ If that’s
the way this election rolls out, you can book
it. Al Gore will be the next President, and
Bill Nelson will be the next Senator from the
State of Florida.

But you cannot allow your fellow Florid-
ians and any Americans you know anywhere
else in the country to sort of sleepwalk
through the election, sort of say, ‘‘Oh, well,
this is just a fine time, and everything is great,
and they all seem pretty nice. And this frater-
nity had it for 8 years, maybe we ought to
give it to the other fraternity for a while.’’
They’ve got a real pretty package here, the
other side does, and they just hope nobody
opens the package before Christmas.
[Laughter]

And I say that not sarcastically. I don’t
blame them. It’s a brilliant marketing strat-
egy. It’s the way they can win. But America
is still here after 224 years because nearly
all the time the people get it right if they
have enough information and enough time.
You can give it to them. You can go out and
say, ‘‘Look, an election is a choice with con-
sequences, and how a country deals with its
prosperity is just as stern a test of its values,
its judgment, and its character as how it deals
with adversity. And we may never get a
chance like this again to build a future of
our dreams for our children.’’

And let me just close with this very per-
sonal note and show my age a little bit. In
February when we broke the limit for the
longest economic expansion in history, I
asked my staff to tell me when the last long-
est economic expansion in history was. You
know when it was? Nineteen sixty-one to
1969. I graduated from high school in 1964,
before a lot of you were born, in the full
flow of that longest economic expansion in
history.

President Kennedy had just been killed,
and we were all sad about that, but President
Johnson was very popular. The country had
a lot of confidence. We took the health of
the economy for granted, low unemploy-
ment, low inflation, high growth. We thought
the civil rights problems we had would be
solved in the courts and the Congress, not
on the streets. We never dreamed that Viet-
nam would get as big or as bloody or as divi-
sive as it did. And we were just rolling along.
Two years later we had riots in the streets
all over America. Four years later I graduated
from college in Washington, DC, 9 weeks
after President Johnson couldn’t run for
President anymore and told us so, because
of the division of the country over Vietnam,
8 weeks after Martin Luther King was mur-
dered in Memphis, and 2 days after Robert
Kennedy was murdered in Los Angeles. And
the election and the national mood took a
different turn. And before you know it, the
last longest economic expansion in history
was history.

I’ve lived long enough to know now noth-
ing lasts forever. I have waited 35 years for
my country to be in a position to truly build
the future of our dreams for our kids. This
kind of thing just comes along once in a great
long while. And believe me, when you think
of the implications in the human genome
Project or the information revolution, all the
things that are going out here, all the good
things that have happened in the last 8 years,
they are a small prolog to what is still out
there. All the best things are still out there
if we understand what our responsibility is
in this election and if the voters understand
what the choice is. Then we will not blow
this, and when it’s all done, we’ll be very
proud we didn’t.

Thank you. God bless you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 9:12 p.m. at a pri-
vate residence. In his remarks, he referred to din-
ner hosts Eric and Colleen Hanson; Senator
Graham’s wife, Adele; Bill Nelson, Democratic
candidate for U.S. Senate from Florida, and his
wife, Grace; Palm Beach County District 5 Com-
missioner Burt Aaronson, his wife, Sheila, and son,
Daniel; political consultant James Carville; and
Republican Presidential candidate Gov. George
W. Bush of Texas and Vice Presidential candidate
Dick Cheney.
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Proclamation 7332—Helsinki
Human Rights Day, 2000
August 1, 2000

By the President of the United States
of America

A Proclamation
Twenty-five years ago today, in a world

marked by brutal divisions and ideological
conflict, the United States joined 33 Euro-
pean nations and Canada in signing the
Helsinki Final Act. That watershed event es-
tablished the Conference on Security and
Cooperation in Europe (CSCE) and affirmed
an international commitment to respect
‘‘freedom of thought, conscience, religion or
belief, for all without distinction as to race,
sex, language, or religion.’’

During the Cold War, the Helsinki Prin-
ciples were the rallying point for courageous
men and women who confronted tyranny—
often at great personal risk—to win the fun-
damental freedoms set forth by the Final Act.
Today, citizens of our vast Euro-Atlantic
community from Vancouver to Vladivostok
live by, or aspire to live, by those funda-
mental freedoms. The Helsinki Final Act has
been instrumental in the progress we have
made together toward building a Europe that
is whole and free; a Europe where our part-
nership for peace is overcoming the possi-
bility of war. The Helsinki Final Act con-
tinues to shape our vision for the future of
transatlantic cooperation, and the Helsinki
accords remain the basic definition of com-
mon goals and standards for how all countries
in the new Europe should treat their citizens
and one another.

The evolution of the CSCE into the Orga-
nization for Security and Cooperation in Eu-
rope (OSCE) reflects the changing face of
Europe. The OSCE’s integrated structure of
commitments in the areas of human rights,
economics, arms control, and conflict resolu-
tion provides a defining framework for a free
and undivided Europe. The United States
will continue to promote the OSCE’s efforts
to build security within and cooperation
among democratic societies; to defuse con-
flicts; to battle corruption and organized
crime; and to champion human rights, funda-
mental freedoms, and the rule of law

throughout the Euro-Atlantic community.
We remain committed to the OSCE’s essen-
tial work of bringing peace and civil society
back to Bosnia and Kosovo, and we are grate-
ful to the many dedicated men and women
engaged in the OSCE’s field missions, who
in many ways are our front line of conflict
prevention in Europe.

Today, as we mark the 25th anniversary
of the Helsinki Final Act, the United States
takes pride in remembering our role as one
of its original signatories—a ringing call for
freedom and human dignity that played a de-
cisive role in lifting the Iron Curtain and end-
ing the tragic division of Europe.

Now, Therefore, I, William J. Clinton,
President of the United States of America,
by virtue of the authority vested in me by
the Constitution and laws of the United
States, do hereby proclaim August 1, 2000,
as Helsinki Human Rights Day and reaffirm
our Nation’s support for the full implementa-
tion of the Helsinki Final Act. I urge the
American people to observe this anniversary
with appropriate programs, ceremonies, and
activities that reflect our dedication to the
noble principles of human rights and democ-
racy. I also call upon the governments and
peoples of all other signatory states to renew
their commitment to comply with the prin-
ciples established and consecrated in the
Helsinki Final Act.

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set
my hand this first day of August, in the year
of our Lord two thousand, and of the Inde-
pendence of the United States of America
the two hundred and twenty-fifth.

William J. Clinton

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
8:45 a.m., August 3, 2000]

NOTE: This proclamation was published in the
Federal Register on August 4.

Statement on the Colorado Initiative
To Close the Gun Show Loophole
August 2, 2000

I commend the citizens of Colorado who
took an important step today toward reduc-
ing gun violence by submitting nearly twice
the number of signatures needed to place an
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initiative on the State ballot to close the gun
show loophole. Colorado voters can now do
what Congress has failed to do: close a deadly
loophole that allows criminals, juveniles, and
other restricted persons to buy guns at gun
shows with no questions asked.

With our Nation losing 10 children to gun-
fire every day, Congress should heed the
voices of millions of Americans concerned
about gun violence—not those of the gun
lobby—and follow the lead of States like Col-
orado. While Colorado’s progress is encour-
aging, we should not have to rely on a patch-
work of State laws when it comes to pro-
tecting our children’s safety. Only Congress
can pass legislation that protects children all
across America. National legislation to close
the gun show loophole and keep guns out
of the wrong hands should be passed without
further delay.

Statement on Signing the Cross-
Border Cooperation and
Environmental Safety in Northern
Europe Act of 2000

August 3, 2000

Yesterday, I signed H.R. 4249, the ‘‘Cross-
Border Cooperation and Environmental
Safety in Northern Europe Act of 2000.’’ This
law endorses the administration’s Northern
Europe Initiative (NEI) and highlights the
need for continued international efforts to
address the environmental dangers posed by
nuclear waste in northwest Russia. I want to
express my appreciation to Representative
Sam Gejdenson for introducing and ensuring
the passage of this important legislation.

We launched the Northern Europe Initia-
tive because we recognized, as the Congress
does in this law, the importance of strength-
ening regional cooperation among the Baltic
States, Russia, and all countries bordering
the Baltic Sea. Only in this way can we create
the stability and prosperity that will lead to
full integration of northern Europe, includ-
ing northwest Russia, into the broader Euro-
pean and transatlantic mainstream. Our Eu-
ropean friends, especially the Nordic coun-
tries and the European Union, are full part-
ners in this effort.

The law also highlights the environmental
dangers posed by military nuclear waste in
northwest Russia. These dangers have been
brought to light by the work of courageous
independent environmentalists and non-
governmental organizations in Russia and
elsewhere. Aleksandr Nikitin, a retired Rus-
sian Navy colonel, has made important con-
tributions to the international understanding
and study of environmental problems in this
region. Both environmentalists and non-
government organizations face increased
challenges today.

We have been deeply involved in helping
Russia and its neighbors confront the serious
environmental risks that face the Barents
Sea, the Baltic Sea, and the people who live
around them. We look forward to increased
cooperation from Russia as we create a legal
framework for our common efforts.

NOTE: H.R. 4249, approved August 2, was as-
signed Public Law No. 106–255.

Statement on the Death
of Sister M. Isolina Ferre
August 3, 2000

Hillary and I were saddened to learn of
the death of Sister Isolina Ferre. Her pas-
sionate fight, for more than 60 years, against
poverty, violence, and despair earned her
many awards and countless tributes from all
around the world. Armed only with her faith,
she taught gangs in New York City to solve
their differences without violence. In Puerto
Rico, her community service centers, the
Centros Isolina Ferre, transformed ravaged
neighborhoods by operating clinics and help-
ing residents to empower themselves.

Almost a year ago today, I was honored
to welcome Sister Isolina to the White House
and present her with the Medal of Freedom.
At that ceremony, I said, ‘‘Sister Isolina
taught people to see the best in themselves
and in their communities and made sure they
had the tools to make the most of the gifts
God has given them.’’

Her lifetime of selfless commitment to
others will remain her greatest legacy. Our
thoughts and prayers are with her family and
many friends.
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Statement on Federal Action on
Potential Electricity Shortages in
California
August 3, 2000

Today I am directing all Federal agencies
to take steps to reduce consumption of elec-
tricity in California to the maximum extent
possible. As one of the largest power con-
sumers in California, it is critical that the
Federal Government take every possible step
to reduce non-essential power consumption
at Federal facilities in the State.

During power shortage emergencies, it
also is important that we increase our genera-
tion of power in the West, much of which
is supplied to California customers. There-
fore, I also am directing that Federal agen-
cies that generate power, and the Federal
Power Marketing Administrations, take all
possible steps to maximize the amount of
electricity that can be delivered to California.

These short-term measures will assist Cali-
fornia utilities and consumers in meeting
electricity needs during this critical period.

Memorandum on Potential
Electricity Shortages in California
August 3, 2000

Memorandum for the Heads of Executive
Departments and Agencies

Subject: Potential Electricity Shortages in
California

The increased demand for electricity dur-
ing summer heat waves can make it a chal-
lenge for electric utilities to meet the de-
mands of their customers. Currently, the
supply of electric power is tight in California
due to record demand for electricity. The
State faces the possibility of rolling blackouts
in some areas. These conditions put both
consumers and businesses at risk.

The Federal Government is among the
largest consumers of electricity in California.
It is important that we lead by example in
taking energy-conserving steps to reduce the

risk and severity of power outages. There-
fore, I direct that:

• Managers of Federal buildings in Cali-
fornia take steps to reduce consumption
of power to the maximum extent prac-
ticable consistent with the health and
welfare of employees; and,

• Federal agencies coordinate with other
State and local government agencies to
minimize the use of electricity in all
government buildings in California.

Further, although most of the electricity
in the Western United States is generated
and marketed by privately and publicly
owned utilities, the Federal Government also
generates and markets electricity in the re-
gion. For the duration of the current power
shortage emergency, I direct that:

• Federal agencies that generate elec-
tricity take all possible measures, con-
sistent with existing laws and regula-
tions, to maximize the amount of elec-
tricity that can be delivered to Cali-
fornia; and,

• Federal Power Marketing Administra-
tions take all steps necessary to maxi-
mize the availability of electricity in
California.

I also direct Federal agencies to work with
the State of California to develop procedures
governing the use of backup power genera-
tion in power shortage emergencies.

Although these are important steps that
can help reduce the risk of power shortages
in the short term, we need a more com-
prehensive approach for the long term. I
therefore further direct each of you to con-
tinue working towards the goals of Executive
Order 13123, Greening the Government
Through Efficient Energy Management, and
to continue working with the Congress on
comprehensive electricity restructuring legis-
lation, which can promote greater investment
in generation and transmission facilities, en-
hance the efficiency of the interstate trans-
mission grid, and promote energy efficiency
programs.

William J. Clinton
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Statement Announcing an Upcoming
Visit and Further Assistance to
Colombia

August 4, 2000

I am pleased to announce I will travel on
August 30 to Colombia to meet with Presi-
dent Andres Pastrana and to personally un-
derscore America’s support for Colombia’s
efforts to seek peace, fight illicit drugs, build
its economy, and deepen democracy. I am
delighted that Speaker Dennis Hastert and
Senator Joe Biden, two longtime champions
of peace and democracy in Colombia, will
join me on the trip.

Colombia’s success is profoundly in the in-
terest of the United States. A peaceful,
democratic, and economically prosperous
Colombia will help to promote democracy
and stability throughout the hemisphere.

I have also signed a Presidential decision
directive ordering, as a matter of national pri-
ority, an intensified effort to aid the Colom-
bian Government in implementing Plan
Colombia—President Pastrana’s bold plan to
build a better future for his country.

The Presidential decision directive com-
plements and supports the $1.3 billion assist-
ance package that I requested from Con-
gress, and that Democrats and Republicans
passed in a bipartisan spirit last month. The
cornerstone of our Colombia initiative, this
supplemental includes a tenfold increase in
U.S. funds to promote good government, ju-
dicial reform, human rights protection, and
economic development in Colombia. It will
help Colombia strengthen its democracy
while helping the Government staunch the
flow of drugs to our shores.

This directive, along with the sharp in-
crease in funding from Congress, will inten-
sify our efforts to help the Colombian Gov-
ernment implement its comprehensive na-
tional strategy. It is the right way to advance
America’s interests in the region, and I am
proud of the bipartisan effort that has made
it possible.

Digest of Other
White House Announcements

The following list includes the President’s public
schedule and other items of general interest an-
nounced by the Office of the Press Secretary and
not included elsewhere in this issue.

July 29
In the morning, the President and Hillary

Clinton participated in a staff picnic on the
South Lawn at the White House. Later, they
traveled to New York City, arriving in the
afternoon.

Later, the President and Hillary Clinton
traveled to Chappaqua, New York.

July 30
In the morning, the President traveled to

Chicago, IL, and in the evening, he returned
to Washington, DC.

July 31
In the morning, the President traveled to

Tampa, FL. In the afternoon, he visited the
National Football League Tampa Bay Buc-
caneers training camp facility.

In the evening, the President traveled to
Coral Gables, FL.

August 1
In the afternoon, the President returned

to Washington, DC, arriving in the evening.
The President announced his intention to

appoint Craig J. Mundie as a member of the
National Security Telecommunications Advi-
sory Committee.

The President announced his intention to
appoint G. William Ruhl as a member of the
National Security Telecommunications Advi-
sory Committee.

August 2
In the morning, the President was inter-

viewed by telephone by former Senator John
Danforth, the Justice Department-appointed
Waco Special Counsel, concerning the inves-
tigation into events surrounding the 1993 in-
cident in Waco, TX.
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The President signed new Federal guide-
lines governing petitions for executive clem-
ency regarding death row inmates convicted
in Federal capital cases.

The President announced his intention to
appoint Joe C. Adams to the President’s Ad-
visory Committee on the Arts of the John
F. Kennedy Center for the Performing Arts.

August 3
The President announced his intention to

nominate David W. Ogden to be Assistant
Attorney General for the Civil Division at the
Department of Justice.

The President recess appointed Carl
Spielvogel as Ambassador to the Slovak Re-
public.

The President recess appointed Robin
Chandler Duke as Ambassador to Norway.

The President recess appointed James A.
Daley as Ambassador to Barbados, Antigua
and Barbuda, Dominica, Grenada, St. Lucia,
St. Kitts and Nevis, and St. Vincent and the
Grenadines.

The President recess appointed Bill Lann
Lee as Assistant Attorney General for Civil
Rights at the Department of Justice.

The President announced the recess ap-
pointment of Sue Bailey as Administrator of
the National Highway Traffic Safety Admin-
istration at the Department of Transpor-
tation. Ms. Bailey was nominated on July 25,
2000, and her nomination is currently pend-
ing before the Senate.

The President announced the recess ap-
pointment of Francisco J. Sanchez as Assist-
ant Secretary for Aviation and International
Affairs at the Department of Transportation.
Mr. Sanchez was nominated on June 8, 2000,
and his nomination is currently pending be-
fore the Senate.

The President announced the recess ap-
pointment of Ella Wong-Rusinko as Alter-
nate Federal Co-Chair of the Appalachian
Regional Commission. Ms. Wong-Rusinko
was nominated on March 23, 2000, and her
nomination is currently pending before the
Senate.

The President recess appointed Art Camp-
bell as Assistant Secretary for Economic De-
velopment at the Department of Commerce.
Mr. Campbell was nominated to the U.S.
Senate on March 22, 2000.

The President recess appointed Franz S.
Leichter as a member of the Federal Hous-
ing Finance Board. Mr. Leichter was nomi-
nated to the U.S. Senate on June 8, 1999.

The President announced the recess ap-
pointment of W. Michael McCabe as Deputy
Administrator of the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency. Mr. McCabe was nominated on
November 16, 1999, and his nomination is
currently pending before the Senate.

The President recess appointed Sally
Katzen as Deputy Director for Management
at the Office of Management and Budget.

The President recess appointed Randolph
D. Moss as Assistant Attorney General for
the Office of Legal Counsel at the Depart-
ment of Justice.

The White House announced that the
President will award the Presidential Medal
of Freedom during an August 9 ceremony
at the White House to James Edward Burke,
the late Senator John Chafee, Gen. Wesley
K. Clark, USA (Ret.), Adm. William Crowe,
USN (Ret.), Marian Wright Edelman, John
Kenneth Galbraith, Msgr. George G. Hig-
gins, Rev. Jesse Jackson, Mildred (Millie) Jef-
frey, Mathilde Krim, George McGovern,
Senator Daniel Patrick Moynihan, Cruz
Reynoso, Rev. Gardner C. Taylor, and Simon
Wiesenthal.

August 4
In the afternoon, the President and Hillary

Clinton traveled to Martha’s Vineyard, MA,
and in the evening, they traveled to Nan-
tucket, MA.

Later, the President and Hillary Clinton
returned to Martha’s Vineyard.

The President recess appointed George T.
Frampton, Jr., as Chair and Member of the
Council on Environmental Quality. Mr.
Frampton was nominated to the U.S. Senate
on February 2, his nomination is currently
pending before the Senate.

The President recess appointed John D.
Holum as Secretary for Arms Control and
International Security Affairs at the Depart-
ment of State. Mr. Holum was nominated
to the U.S. Senate on March 5, 1999, and
his nomination is currently pending.

The President recess appointed Robert S.
LaRussa as Under Secretary for International
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Trade at the Department of Commerce. Mr.
LaRussa was nominated to the United States
Senate on May 25, 2000.

Nominations
Submitted to the Senate

NOTE: No nominations were submitted to the
Senate during the period covered by this issue.

Checklist
of White House Press Releases

The following list contains releases of the Office
of the Press Secretary that are neither printed as
items nor covered by entries in the Digest of
Other White House Announcements.

Released August 2

Statement by the Press Secretary on the
President’s interview with Waco Special
Counsel John Danforth

Released August 3

Statement by the Press Secretary announcing
that the President will award the Presidential
Medal of Freedom to 15 distinguished indi-
viduals on August 9

Fact sheet: Export Controls on Computers

Released August 4

Fact sheet: Presidential Decision Directive
on the Colombia Initiative: Increased U.S
Assistance for Colombia

Acts Approved
by the President

Approved August 2

H.R. 1791 / Public Law 106–254
Federal Law Enforcement Animal Protec-
tion Act of 2000

H.R. 4249 / Public Law 106–255
Cross-Border Cooperation and Environ-
mental Safety in Northern Europe Act of
2000
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